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The Social Service of Quakerism. 
An Analysis 
of the Dissertation. 
\, 
The Social Service of Quakerism. 
( A brief outline ) 
I. The Society of Friends is known by its work for the 
betterment of Social Conditions. 
a~Numerically, the Society has had no influence. 
b. Recognition of the work of the Society by 
outsiders. 
c. The character of the work to be considered. 
I I. The Belief of Friends and· their Social Work. 
a. The Doctrine of the Inward Light. 
b. Place of efforts for social betterments in the 
work of George Fox and the early Friends. 
c. First organizations were for social work, 
within and without the Society. 
d. Social work not an outgrowth of necessity. 
e. The Doctrinal side of Quakerism does not 
explain the prominence of Friends and their 
influence. 
III. The Various lined of Social work among Friends • 
... ; 
·a. For the Abolition of Capital Punaihment. 
b. In educational work. --
c For the American Indiana. 
d. In the care of the Insane. 
e. For Peace. 
f. For the Poor. 
g. For the car• of P·rieoners. 
h. In the Abolition of Slavery. 
1. Work for Temperance. 
j. In the Abolition of the State Regulation 
of Vice. 
IV. Social work among Friends today in 
England and in America. 
--- .. 
THE SOCIAL SERVICE OF ~!ERISM. 
Part I. 
I. The influence of the Quakers not explained by their numbers. 
The Quakers have always been a sn1all body 
numerically. They made a phenominal growth in the 
first fifty years of their history, but in the 
changing conditione in England, and the freedom granted 
in America, Quakerism did not make a practical appeal 
to the masses of the people. The doctrines of Friends 
were somewhat pexculiar as compared with the 
commonly accepted doctrines, and this alienated the 
sympathy of a great many people. History shows 
likewise that no effort was made to have a stated 
membership for over fifty.years after the orfgin 
of the Society. 
The middle ages of the Society are a period 
of introspection, conservation and protecticn. They 
seemed to have lost the sence of expansion. The 
vital point was to safeguard ~heir own ideas and 
keep the Society pure. This likewise excluded a great 
many people from fellowship with them. 
Though the Society ie growing today, it 
exerts no influence aa an organization. 
II. In the matter of Social work 1 the influence of Friends 
is well recognized by people outside of the Society. 
The tributes of Bishop Wescott and Professor 
Paul Wernle are representative of the.plaoe accorded 
the Society. Paul Wernle says,-" There is no great 
work of humanity and mercy.in which the Quakers have 
not had their sharei "' 
The study of this social work and its influence 
is to be the limits of the Thesis. 
III. The character of the social work is such that it must be 
considered from two standpoints. 
I. The organized work of the Society; 
2. The work of individuals, who by their 
standing and influence, have.made their work known as 
Friends' work. 
Part II. 
THE BELIEF OF FRIENDS AllD THEIR SOCIAL WORK 
I. The"Light Within" 
The social work of Friends is a direct outgrowth 
of their belief~ The "Light Within " is the central point 
of their belief. 
While the Friends are called a mystical people , 
yet they represent a type of practical mysticism. They 
believe in the communion with God, but they " seek 
the reliazation,-the presence of God in this finite 
Human l~fe. " ( R.M.Jones} 
This, "Light Within," as explained by Geerge Fox 
is the direct revelation of God to nan without an 
intermediary. He explains this as being possible to all 
men. If thia,"Light Within," is followed,it will find 
expression in a changed outward life; people will come 
"out of condemnation ", and will become the Children 
of Light. 
This doctrine is the foundation of all the work 
of Friends. As Prof. Wernle says, their work for 
humanity is "rooted in that which Fox recognized,as 
the power of the seed of God •" 
II. The importance of Social work in the life and work of 
Gecrge Fox and the early Friends. 
It is stated in the n History of Friends in 
America," by A.C. and R.H.Thomae ,~ Though one of the 
moat zr.yetical of modern reformers, George Fox was at the 
same time one of the most practical. All his 
spiritual t~achinga from the very first were accompanied 
not only by desires but by efforts for the moral, 
political and social welfare of his hearers." 
It wae the levity among professing Christians 
which lead George Fox t~ consider his condition. He 
recognized the insincerity in many of the sooalled 
Prof•saors. Hie search was for a real experience with 
God; and after he found one who could speak to hie 
condition, he ceased to work for self and gave all 
his attention to others. He called people to follow the 
" Light Within ", because only in this way could they 
have enough enlightment concerning their work in life. 
He protested against all inhuman conditions. His work 
in this line can be summed up in hts own words. 
o •. 
" In fairs, also in markets, I was made to declare 
against their deceitful ~erchandise, warning all to 
deal justly, to speak the truth, to let their y~a be 
yea, and their nay be nay, and to do unto others ~ka as 
they would that others should do unto them; full 
warning them of the great and terrible day of the Lord 
that should come upon all • n 
Following their leader, early Friends were 
characterized by thj_s hurrani tar ian spirit. They felt 
that every one had so n~ch of the Divine in him, that 
he must be honest upright and careful in all that he 
did. This applied not only to the conm,on people and 
to merchants, but to the nobility as well. 
J,Ll. The hurnailitarian element was uppermost in the first 
organization of Friends. 
Meetings for Worship along the linea characteristic 
of Friends date from 1644. We know that there were many 
meetings established in the following years purely 
for worship. The first business meeting of which we 
have any record was held in Leicestershire in 1653. The 
purport of this meeting was to care for the poor 
and the needy and to sympathize with those who were 
euffering. Geerge Fox states that there were meetings 
for similar purposes earlier than this, but there is 
no record left Q! them~ 
We have a record that a meeting was held for the 
care of the poor and needy in Durham, England, in 1653. 
The records of this meeting are quite complete, and show 
that their primary purpose in coming together was to 
establish ways and means to care for those who were 
su~fering. 
Samuel Burrows has recorded also , " The beginnings 
of organized work in London in 1656." These 
gatherings were for the same purpose as that expressed 
for Durham and Leicester. 
The carting for the needy, seems to have been 
the thing which first brought the various group meetings 
for worship into a disciplinary organization. The 
necessity for earling for fellow believers, who were 
imprisoned in different sections in England, and the 
general responsibiltty felt among Friends for these 
people, lead to the appointment of Committees , by ve.rious 
meetings for worship, to co-operate in the work. 
Only in 1666, was the work of pernanent organization 
sericusly undertaken by George Fox. This makes it more 
than twenty years after the origin of the Society before 
there was any determined effort for disciplinary powers 
other than those involved in hurranitarian work. 
d. 
T he fact that there was no stated membership unti~ 1737, 
likewise shows that there could have been no very serious 
disciplinary measures taken. Their purpose was to 
further the spirit of their work, rather than to 
establish an organization with a stated membership. This 
also shows that their sympathies were broad, for they 
must have cared for all who suffered for the Truth. 
4. The Doctrinal side of Quakerism does not explain the 
prominence of Friends and their influence. 
There is very little other than the teaching on 
the n Light Within " that has beeen recognized by 
other people; but the belief that true religion 
would work out in better lives, was the thing that 
impelled the Friends to go , not only to their own people 
but to all the world. The influence of Friends can 




The work of Friends for the abolition of Capital 
PunAihruent is largely that of individuals. 
There has been no concerted action of theSociety to 
make its voice effective on the matter of Capital Punishruent 
but this , being one of the humanitarian movements, has 
received much attention. 
The number of crimes punishable by death in England 
in the 17th Century, enlisted the sympathy of other people 
besides Friends in the movement; but because the Friends 
suffer~d such bitter persecution, and were thrown in prison 
in such large numbers, they were brought closely in contact 
with the application of the law. They saw the wrongs; and th 
their sence of justice lead them to revolt. 
In 1650 and 1651, we find the first protests by 
George Fox against the existing conditione. He,as well as 
other Friends, protested againAt the injustice of many of the 
punishments. They did not advocate the total. abolition of 
Capital Punishment; but their work was largely limited to 
protests. 
By 1820, and simultaneously with the work for Prison 
rJBEorm, the movement for the abolition of Capital Punishmnet 
was much advanced. On different occasions, London Yearly 
Meeting, in its general Epistle of advice to all Friends, 
gave expression to the protest. 
In the year 1820, the first real Anti-Capital 
Punishment Society was formed in London. We know that at 
least six of the 0xzginai Charter members were Friends. 
Elizabeth Frye had a great influence by reason of her 
great pupolarity and her indirect influence on the 
government through Thomas Fowle Buxton and others • 
John Bright was an earnest advocate of the c~use, and 
exerted his influence in Parliment, as well aa outside, when 
ever practicable. 
With the exception of the influence of William Penn 
toward the humanitarian treatment of criminals in hie 
Colony, the work in America has been limited entirely to 
individuals. The moat influential of these have been 
Timothy Nicholson of Indiana, and James Wood of New York. 
EDUCATION. 
Friends became interested in education, because of the 
necessity of giving their children a guarded education. 
Although Friends have been dependent upon the "Light Within", 
they do not minimize the necessity for a liberal education. 
Fox, in 1657 advocated that children should be taught n what 
things were civil and useful in creation." He said,-
" We deny nothing for children's learning that may be 
honest and useful for them to know wh~ther relating to 
designed principles o~that may be outwardly eervicable for 
them to learn in regard to creation." · 
Thus v1e find that in a time when education was only 
for the rich, and when popular education was not advocated 
elsewhere, the Friends were careful to see that their 
children were well educated. 
By the year 1887, we know that among English Friends 
there were at least 21 private boarding schools where Latin 1 
French and German were taught. 
The influence of Friends has been felt likewise in such 
great ~ovements as the efforts of Joseph Lancaster for popular 
education in London. It was due to a Friend, William Allen, 
that Joseph'w Lancaster~a movement was financed. 
' 
The vmrk air;ong English Friends for education has been 
constantly advancing. They have no Colleges, according to 
American standards; but they have splendid secondary schools 
which are well supported. 
Aa early as 16791 we find that the Friends in Maryland 
were so concerned about the education of their children that 
they founded a school, and eddowed it. 
William Penn's interest in education is well known. He 
did not minimize the necessity for a well-balanced liberal 
education.\ The William Penn Charter School in Philadelphia, 
founded in 1689, is one of the institutions to continue in 
existence until today. 
Friends in New England established their first boarding 
school at Portsmouth, R.I. in 1784. 
Aa Friends migrated to the weot, it seemed that their 
first thoughtswas for adequate schools for their children; and 
long before the co~1runities surrounding them had undertaken 
popular education, Friends had established, grawmer schools, 
academies, and private boarding schools. These school£ o~rved 
as a great incentive to other people to establish adequate 
educational facilities for their children. 
Friends work for education has continued until at the 
present time there are eleven colleges and a much larger 
number of secondary schools. 
g. 
Indians. 
The Friends work for the Indiana at first was directed along 
religious linea, but this seems not to have been very succ4safu~ 
The Indians seemed to demand more of the outward forms for· 
their worship than the Friends were able to give. It is only 
as the Indians have become civilized that the Friends have 
been able to win any of them to membership v1i th them. · 
In George Fox•s later correspondence he makes many 
references to the Indiana; and he admonishes Friends, who are 
traveling in America or who are resident in America, to be 
careful to visit the Indian Kings, and if possible, influence 
them to right living. While the religious effort was 
uppermost in his mind, he advocated that the people should 
deal justly with the Indians. 
The attitude of the Friends toward the Indians from the 
v~ry first, has been characterized with justice. When the 
first Friends Settlers came, they were careful to purchase the 
land of the Indians rather than take it unjustly. This 
feeling was. greatly augemented by the coming of William ~~n, 
and the establishment of his colony. William Penn 1 a policy of 
absolute justice for th~ Indian, is one of the brightest spots 
of American History. He, as well as JOhn Archdale, Governor 
of the Colony of North Carolina, advocated that the Indian 
should be treated with all justice; that they should 
understand all agreements; that just weights and just 
measures should be used when dealing with them; and that the 
Indians were to be fully satisfied with their bargain when 
any trade was made • The result of William Penn's policy was 
that 1 for the first 75 years, there was no bloodshed, no Quaker was killed by the Indians; and the Pennyelvania colony 
had a wonderfulz~ record of being free from Indian 
disturbances. 
After the Friends lost control of the Pennpylvania 
Assembly, about 1856,(and at the outbreak of the French and 
Indian war) ,the Friends were~ut in a very trying position ib 
regard to the Indiana. Force was used by the government to 
quell the disturbances, but the Friends, by forming Societies 
to prom~~e peace among the Indians, were the means of 
contributing a great deal of money, both directly and in-
directly, to the Indians twward pacification. At times of 
great dispute bet,Neen the Indians and the government, Friends 
acte~ as go-betweens; and it is stated that some of the Indians 
would not treat with the representatives of the government 
unless some Friends were present to protect their rights. 
With the change of policy, the efforts of Friends were 
directed toward establishing schools for the Indians; and , 
by keeping in very close touch with Indian needs and changing 
conditione, they were able to minister to them in a large 
way. 
h. 
When President Grant was elected to office, he called 
representatives of Friends to manage most of the Indian etatioiQ 
The work of Friends in this regard, is a matter of history. 
For over 20 years the Indians dwelt in comparative peace 
with their neighbors and with the government, and made 
great strides toward peace and civilization. 
The Report of the Board of Indian Affairs, gives adequate 
notice of the work of Friends. 
1. 
INSANE. / 
The work of Friends for the care of the Insane dates 
from 1792. Humanitarian measures had been undertaken by 
Friends earlier than thieJ but more for the alleviation o£ 
existing couditione than for-changing them. But in 1792, 
York Quarterly mee1:io. ... e;, d.li york England, set about the task 
of providing," A retired habitation with necessary advice, 
attendants, etc., for the members of our Society and 
others in proteeeion with us who may be in any state of lunacy 
or eo deranged in mind( not idiots)> as to require such provieio~" 
William Tuke, of YorkJ assisted by his eon, Henry, 
and Lindley Murray, the noted grammarian, were the firstRnea 
interested. · . 
"The Retreat," waa opened fo.r the admission of patients 
in 1796. 
The efforts of William Tuke and hie Friends resulted 
in an absolute change of the treatment of the Insane through 
out the world. Previous to thisJ people eo afflicted had 
been bound with chaine and treated in a very inhuman manner. 
These Friends felt that the Insane should be treated kindly. 
The aucceaa following their activities was such as to lead t 
them on to doing away entirely with bars of restraint and 
to giving patients all freedom and activity possible. 
The Retreat is recognized today as a model institution. 
It has been the pattern or study for practically every refer~ 
movement in this line throughout the world. 
The work of Dr. Pinel of France was along this liue, but 
followed the work of Tuke by t·l'lo or three years. 
The influence of the Retreat ie recognmzed the world over. 
Friends in America were no lees earnest in the care of 
their own people mentally afflicted; for we find, that in the 
year 1805 there was an institution, modeled after the 
Retrttat at York, opened at Frankford, near Philadelphia. 
Dr. John Fothergill, William Allen and Elizabeth Fry, were 
each instrumental in their respective spheres in advancing 
the cause of humane treatment for the Insane. 
The moat recent direct influence of the Friends in this 
line ie that of the opening of the Friends Mission !or the 
Inoane on Mount Lebanon, Palestine, by Theopilue Waldmeier. 
j. 
PEACE. 
Whi~e the work for the abolition of war has not been 
limited to the Society of Friends, they have been ita 
principal advocates. George Fox set forth hie views clearly 
in regard to war. He and the early Friends baaed their . 
objections to war on both religious and humanitarian grounds. 
William Penn had a very difficult time in putting hie 
peace principles in practice on account of the fact that 
he was subject to the English Governme~t. Because of war 
undertaken by the Mother country, the American Colonies were 
assessed both men and money. The Colony of Pennsylvania 
objected to this and was consistent in this attitude. 
The trouble between the Indiana and the Government 
and the military spirit fostered by a military bcdy within 
the Pennsylvania Colony1 and the demans of other Colonies, 
were the great factors in over-throwing William Penn 1 s 
early peace principles. However, historical events show 
that as long as the Quakers were in the majority in the 
Penn. Assembly, their attitude was consistently against war. 
The correspondence between Friends in England and ike 
America, and the acts of the meetings in disowning people 
who advocated repressive measures, shows clearly that the 
Friends asserted their principles, not only at the time of the 
Revolutionary War, but also at the time of the Civil War in 
America. Even in the Civil War, when the humanitarian plea 
was uppermost, Friends were careful to see that they in no 
way contributed to the carrying on of the war. They 
su~f~red many hardships. A number of Friends ebtered the 
conflict, but the records of the Meetings show that they were 
immediately dis-ovmed. An unb'lase-1 study of the recorda of 
the Colonial Government will show that Friends have 
consistently held to their principles. In the furtherance 
of the work Friends formed Peace Societies and took part 
in any agitation against war. Friends did not participate very 
much in the first Peace societies formed, but as waa state~ 
by Noah Wezaiex WorcL~w~~, each Friends Meeting in America 
constituted a Peace Society. 
William Xllen was the first man in England to undertake 
the formation of a Peace Society. He and other Friendswere 
most prominent in organizing the n Society for the Promotion 
of Permanent and Universal Peace, in 1861. 
r-...J 
Friends have their Peace organizations in all their 
Ye~rly Meetings, and they have one general " Peace Association 
of Friends in America, " which was organized in 1869. 
Friends who have prominent in the Peace work outside of 
of the Society are Dr. Benjamin F. Trueblood, secretary of 
the American Peace Society for almost a quarter of a century; 
Hannah J. Bailey, who has been head of the Peace department 
of the W.C.T.U. since 1887. Joseph Sturge and John Brig~t 
were the prominent English Friends who advocated Peace measures 
effectively outside the Society. 
k. {'rtrrn l-n ent 
This work which stands out as one of the mostAin the 
Friends work, is thus shown to have been consistently held by 
the Society from its very beginning. Friends have wor~to 





, The condition of the common people in the 17th century 
was such as to arouse the sympathies of any peop!e inclined 
to humanitarian considerations. Poverty was very prevelant, 
and economic changes, brought about by inventions and the 
building up of an export trade, were such as to bf'ing many 
people to want and misery. 
The Friends were closely bound up with this condition, 
not only from the fact that they were so often confined in 
the jails with the poor people, but also from the fact that 
many of them were deprived of their means of livmlihoodwhtch 
brought the situation very close to them. This was another 
call to work for humanity. 
The Friends began their cars for the poor as early as 
any other of their philanthropic measures. George Fox 
advocated the establishment of a workhouse for the care of 
the poor and needy. 
John Bellers~l654-1725) stands out most prominently as an 
early advocate for measures of relief. He proposed the estab-
lishment of a College of Industry where the poor might be taken 
care of. The plans he worked out were very ingenious. He 
shows that he was able to weigh the problem of supply and de-
mand. He advocated that the waste land be divided by writ of 
partition in proportion to everyones need. He dwelt not only 
upon the economic condition Cf:f the poor, but he also 
insisted that a poor man wae too expensive for the state 
to keep. To make the man independent, he felt that some 
way must be provided whereby he could have honest labor. He 
held," It is the interest of the rich to take care of the 
poor and their education by which they will take care of their 
own heirs." 
John Bellera work, as that of other Friends, was not a 
charitable work. He proposed to change economic conditions 
eo that poverty would not exist. In this he was far ahead of 
his times, and in fact , it is only in recent years that 
others have taken this advanced etQnd.~ 
Very early, Friends intereoteci themselves in establishing 
workhouses and factories for the employment of the poor. As 
early as 1696, Friends at Bristol established a workhouse 
for the poor weavers who were out of work. The London Quart-
erly Meeting in i7Jl established a workhouse in Clerkenwell 
which combined industry and education,-"spinning of wool, 
winding of silk and spinning of cotton may be aorta of work 
proper to begin with all •" 
William Allen ( 1770- 1843~ was much more successful 
than John Bellere in working out his ideas. He joined with 
Robert Owen in starting the ~annark Mills. SWith Robert Owen 
he established pleasure resorts, educational classes, etc., 
for the mill employes. He anticipated much of the social work 
that is beingcarried out by mill owners at the present time. 
m. 
The dult school movement in England is a direct 
product of~the work of Friends for the poorer clasoes. It was 
fostered by Joseph Sturge of Birmingham, England. In this he 
sought to give the "unwaohed laziness lounging in narrow 
streets! a desire to better their condition. He established 
schools on Sunday mornings for the instruction of Adults. 
Mnay other linea of activity were adopted until today the 
members in the Adult schools is over 113 000. 
The Adult school movement has beecome so large that 
the Friends have given up direct control of it and have 
established a self-governing national council, elected 
by the various schools. It is a great factor in the uplift of 
the poorer classes in England. 
The work for the poor has been prominently emphasized 
by the Society. There is no distinction between rich and poor. 
The earliest Minute book of Yorkshire Quarterly Meeting contaim 
this inquiry, " Do you take care of the poor that nothing 
may be lacking in your meetingi" Query no 8 of our 
present discipline, read in all our Quarterly and 
Monthly meetings,is ver~ similar 1 -" Are th6 necessities 




The work for the prisoners, as undertaken by the Friends 
begin&s with the humanitarian awakening of the 18th Century. 
Previous to thia,the inhuman condi~iona among prdl~oners 
had been recognized by such men as John Bellers, out no re 
reform had taken place. 
Dr John Fothergill was one of the earleist advocates 
for Prison reform; John Howard recognizes his great 
indebtedness to Fothergill for valuable assistance. 
The real work for prison reform, as a Society measure, 
begins with the work of Elizabeth Fry. She was born in 1780. 
She was assisted by many Friends, particularly Stephen , 
Grellet, Willia~ For~ter, Peter Bedford, William Allen, 
and Sir Thomas Fowle Buxton. 
Elizabeth Fry 1 a work began at Newgate. She interested 
herself in the reformation of the women. She awakened a desire 
among the prisoners for the education of their children. She 
established classes for sew!ng; she di~i~ed the prisoners 
into groupe with a monitor over each group selected from 
the prisoners; she introduced suitable employment; she secured 
the separation of the men and women; she had a woman matron 
employed; she interested herself in outside reforms. 
With few exceptions she visited all the transport ships 
which conveyed prisoners to the colonies between the 
years 1818 and 1841. She saw that theoe prisoners were· 
provided with sufficient clothes for the ~journey 
and something to start them in business when they arrived in 
the new country. She had seperate quarters provided for the 
women on the boat. Her visits exyended to practically all 
the prisons in Europe. 
Through her brother-in-law,Sir Thomas Fowle Buxton, and 
other she proposed sweeping reforms to the House of Pcrrliment 
on prison managernant. 
In 1815, Friends through Thorras Foule Buxton formed the 
"Society for the Improvement of Priaon Discipline and Reform 
of Juvenile Offenders." 
The work for prisoners has not relaxed with succeeding 
years. Individual efforts have been noticeable. Sarah Smith 
was for many years Matron in the Indiana Penitentary, and her 
efforst for the betterment of prison conditions have borne 
m\lch fruit. James Wood of New York, has been Chairman of the 
Board of Managers of the Bedford Reformatory, the N.Y.State 
Reforrratory for Women. Timothy Nicholson, of Indiana, has been 
President of the Indiana ~~te Board of Charities and 
President of the National Prison Association. Joshua L. Bailey 
of Philadelphia, has been the leader of such movements 
among Philadelphia Friends. 
o. 
SLAVERY. 
( the work of Friends for the abolitmon of Slavery 
is arranged according to dates. References given are not inten-
ded to be complete, but are such as to to show the ddvelopment 
of the idea aruong Friends and its gradual influence. In this 
synopsis will be considered only the important turning 
p~ints in the movement.) · 
Ge~rge Fox and the ~early Friends interested 
themselves in the condition of the slaves as early as 1657. 
There seems to have been no intention to abolish slavery at 
this time, but Friends made the plea that slaves should be 
treated humanely. It was not long however until F'riends 
saw the inconsistency of Slavery and began work for its 
abolition. 
Tbe most notable protest against Slaver~ comes from 
a group of German Quakers, forrnerly Mennoni tee, living in 
Germantown, Pennsylvania. So far as is known,this is the first 
written protest against slavery. 
From the year 1688-1729, the protests against slavery 
were gradually strengthened, and about the year 1729 we find 
different meetings strongly censuring the importation of 
Slaves. 
The year 1754 n;arka one of the great turning points. 
By this time Friends had increased their protests sufficiently 
to disown all their members who imported slaves. In this 
year John Woolman published his " consideration on keeping of 
negroes." From this time there is a growth of sentiment for 
doing away with Slavery. 
Through the direct influence of John Woolman, Philadelphia 
yearly Meeting in 17581 passed a minute directing their 
men1bers to set their slaves at liberty and to provide for them. 
In the following year similar action was taken by all the 
American Yearly Meetings with the result that by 1787 all 
the Friends had freed their slaves. 
The next step in advance was the adequate provision for 
the maintenance of fernier slaves. Friends were not content 
until they paid the negroes for past services and established 
them in some remunerative employment. 
From the year 1784 the Friends in America began an active 
propaganda for the abolition of Slavery.Petitione to the 
Legislature, both state and national, were quite common. 
Friends joined in the forn~tion of aboljt1on aocietiee in 
Nrw England,New York, Pennsylvania, .Martand and Virginia. 
John Greenleaf Whittier, Lucretia Mott and Benjamin Lundy 
were a few of the important workers at this time. 
Through the influence of Benjamin Lundy, William Loyd 
P• 
Garrison was inspired to take up the cause of the slave. 
Sir Thomas Fowle BuxtonJ William AllenJ Robert BarclayJ Samael 
Barclay and Thomas Sturge were among the leaderA in the estab-
lishment of the"Society for the Extinction of the Slave 
Trade," held in London in 1840. 
During the Civtl War, though taking no part in the actual 
warfare, Friends stood faithfully by their convictiona;aid was 
given the negroes in every possible way. The interact of Fri 
Friends for the negroes today continues in the maintanance 
of several schools for their education. 
q. 
TEMPERANCE. 
The evils NEXB of intemperance were-recognized by all 
the early refor~ers. Friends were no less insistent than the 
Methodists and Dunkards in these early days, in arousing 
sentiment and setting the standa~ds of abstinence. . 
· In the year 1673, in various Monthly and Quarterly ~> 
Meetings in England, frequent reference is made to this subject 
In 1691, London Yearly Meeting issued a strong recon~endation 
for temperance. William Penn was instrumental in regulating 
the traffic in liquors in hie colony. 
The year 1777 marks the great turning point in the 
Temperance movement among American Friends. In this year 
Phuladelphia Yearly Mtg advised against the distillation of 
spirits and their use. 
English Friends have worked consistently for the vause. 
Jonathan Priestman, Dr. John Fothergill, George Washington 
Walker, were all very active in the work of temperance reform 
in Europe. 
A Friend, William Martin., was responsible for the taking 
of the pledge by the Rev. Theobald Mathieu, A Franciscian 
Friar, who became the great apostle of Temperance. · 
Frjends were instrumental in establishing the first 
temperance Hotel in London, which is such a factor in English 
l i.fe .today. 
The further work of Friends has been as individuals, 
in the formation of temperance societies and in keeping up a 
continual agitation of the question. Both in England and in 




The work for the abolition of the state regulation of 
Vice begins with Elizabeth Fry, Peter Bedford, William 
Allen, Dr. Fothergill, Thomas Shillitoe, and~few others. 
Tbejr efforts did not result in any great reform, but the~ were 
instrumental in agitating the subject and their influence bas 
been greatly felt. In 1873 the English Friends established 
the "Friends Association for the Abolition of the State 
Regulation of Vive/ This· is a very active committee among 
Friends in England today. 
SOCIAL WORK TODAY. 
The real value of the Society of Friends today 
is best shown by its socjal work. It is still an active force 
for social better~ent. If it'~~Afamine in Russia, a war in b 
Bulgaria, Friends sympathy goes out with financial aid for the 
poor and the suffering. 
London Yearly Meeting has its committees on peace 
anti-slavery, opium, antidefence acts, and conditione in 
South Africa. 
The Yearly Meetings in America are not as active in 
Social work as the Friends in England. They have 
Committees, however, on temperance, peace, legislation, etc., 
They are active in all the movements undertaken in years 
past by the society. Schools for the study of social 
problems are quite common among English Friends. Their 
work reaches all classes of society and Friends are still a 
verv active force for social betterment both in England 
and in America. 
---· l 
The Social Service of Quakerism. 
THE SOCIAL SERVICE OF QUAKERISM. 
Social work and the Society of Friends. 
Numerically the Quakers are a small body. With the 
exception of the phenominal growth of the first fifty years, 
their ~articular belief has not attracted a large number of , 
people. With the passing of the Aot of Toleration in England 1 
and the granting of religious freedom in .Amer~ca, the causes 
which made martyrs of Dissenters were removed. The other 
Independent bodies, particularly the Baptists and a little 
later the Methodists, seemed to have more in common with the 
generqa~ theological conceptions of the times, than the 
Quakers. The lack of a statement of belief and the consequent 
liberty for individual beliefs; the rejection of the 
Sacrements, as a necessary means of Grace; the mystical 
element involved in following the Light Within; were the 
causes of much confusi?n within the mtnds of the people 
concerning the Society. 
The early Quaker preachers were as zealous in 
preaching the gospel as the ministers of other denominations. 
No journey was too long and no sacrifice ~o great, i~ there 
was an opportunity of telling people the way of life. No 
particular effort,however, was made in the first fifty years 
to perfect a dmsciplina~y organization; and men were taught to 
follow the Light Within. Other bodies were no less insistent 
upon the spiritual aide of the message, but they gave more 
attention to perfecting an outward organizatio~ which would 
effectively conserve that which they might wine 
2. 
When the Friends turned tt::> the vr:>rk :;,f conservation, 
a period covering approximately .1730 to 1875, .they seemed to 
have lost their breadth of mind, Instead of building an organ-
anation capable of expansion, they sought the ~urification and 
perfection of those already within 'the society. The omoor of 
clo~hes, the length of coat-tails, sp~ech, social activities 1 
etc., became objects C?f consideration.- Those who.did not 
conform were disowned. Belief solidified as well, · The 
prot~sting element resul~ed in the Hicksite sep~ration in 
ld25, The·objection which Friends had to taking or administering 
oaths; their views in regard to war and punishment, were such 
' ' . 
aa to deter many from seeking membership in the Society. Like 
wise,such views pra~tioally excluded Friends from civic and 
political activities~ 
There has been a small but st~ady growth in the 
Society during the last· thirty-five years, It now numbers 
about 125 000, scattered in England and over 25 of the States, 
They are not strong enough as a body to exert any great influena, 
Only in' Ir~diana are enough of the Frien~s together to make 
their influence felt as an organization. Nume:ically the 
Friends have never been an influential factor, 
Very dif~erent has been the influence of Friends 
upon social reforms, Bishop Wescott in H Social Aspects of 
Christianity { p 130~ says,-
K The Society of Friends has acheived results 
wholly out of prop0rtion to thei~ nurn~ers, No religious 
order oan point to service rendered to humanity more 
unsullied by. selfiahnes=Js or nolJle!' in f:1r seei.ng wisdom," 
Professor Paul Wernle, in his introduction to the 
German Edition of Fox 1 s Journal says~ 
tt There is no great work of humanity and mercy in which 
the Quakers have not had their share and which finally is 
not tooted in tnat which Fox recognized as the power of 
the seed of God.u 
To study the origin of the social work of Friends~ 
the principle lines of development, and the attitude of the 
Society today towards reform work, is the object of this treatis$ , 
~he scope of the work includes all the 6fforts for social 
betterment ~hich were the outgrowth of or were fostered by 
the Society. 
This social work finds expression in two different 
ways, both of which will come within the limits of this 
study. First, in some movements the Society ny Minute undertook 
the reform,,thus definitely giving the sanction of the Society 
to the work, Second , various individuals interested themselves 
in moral and social problems, who by their standing and in-
fluence in the Society, enlisted sufficient following amo~g 
their fellow members to make it distinctly a Friends work. 
No attempt is made to compare th~ social work of 
Friends with that of other denominations. ~ple data will be 
given, however, for the interested student. 
···········-~1: 
4. 
The Belief of Friends and their Social Work. 
The incentive for the social work of the Friends 
. 
is found in their belief. It is not that their generation 
peculiarly demanded social work or that other people 
were engaged in the uplift of humanity, but there came 
that revelatio~ to the early Friends which demanded 
that they put in practice the things which they believed, 
There is no other way to accoun~ for their great 
participation in social affairs, It was an impelling 
fDrce from within them which lead them to give of themselves 
to others, 
The Friends are generally noted as a mystical 
people, If mysticism is defined in a broad sence this 
certainly is applic::tble to them, In Jo~maon 1 s Universal 
En'3yclnpedia, Mysticism i3 d3fined as including, " all 
pe:!:so:1.e for whom r Jligioi). is a matc~er' of peraoJ.lal 
expe·J.'i en.::Je, aometh:..ng mor0 than \J.n ethi'uct.l code , an 
ethical belief or syst.Jm of obser-;unc~s, tt.~e mystics. 11 
In this sence thu Friends arc Mystics, G~orge Fox him-
wa.s 
relf w.QU-!bd ');.e._ one. of the great mystics; for he believed 
in that inward commur.:ion with God, that inward unity 
with tho D:vine, which made thb unseen a reality, He 
o-\""e 
had severrl experiences which ~1-d.-b-e- tern1ed ecstatic, 
yet we find.that these did not play an important part 
in hie life. Y.'hile he. was mystical, yet he was practical, 
He djd net foll~w a path of negation for life was real 
to him, In t~e inward experience of heart relegion, he 
was ~ mystic, The mysticism of Jeorge Fox is well 
. . 










to the Autobiography of George Fox, rr " George Fox belongs 
rather ~mong the.positive mystics who seek to realize the pr 
presence of G~d in this .~inite human life, That p,e transcends 
all finite experiences they do fully realize, but th~ reality 
of any finite experience lies just in this fact, that the 
living God is in it and expresses some Divine purpose through .it," 
In this type of Mysticism, the Friends have followed their 
. ' 
founder, This personal experience, however, was 
not sought for as an end in itself. 
' . 
The central belief of Friends is the"Light Within,« 
Though this expression is not found in early phraseology, it 
has come to designate thmer belief. Goerge Fox expresses it 
in these words, - " Now the Lord hath opened to me by hi~ 
invisible power how that every man was enlightened by the 
Divine light of Christ, and I saw it shine throu:h all. 
And they tb4fbelieved in it came out of 11ondemna.tion and 
.. 
came by the light of life; and becamA the c~~ldren of ~t; but 
they that hated it and did not believe in ~t rer~ condemnLd 
by it, though they made a profession of Christ," ~lC'l) 
This"Light Within''was a personal experience, but the 
enlightment had to do with the varied actjvitiee of lif€, 
It was not a theological enlightmen t a lone, '!:-·1~ had its 
bearing upon all the outward relations of life, The fact that 
anyone could partake of this Light Within mad3 the common 
priesthood of all believers, and it laid upon ea9l1 onJ a 
responsibility of being true to the Light of God, r.aoh ~e~~on 
became one of God's messenger~a~d of nRoessity his life must 
conform to the revelation of God, 
History shows that all that has been emprasized by the 
e. 
Society has its basis in this doctrine. Friends believed that 
the living Christ was an activs working power in the world. 
Over against the insistence by George Fox~ that 
people should follow the ~Light Within; and his comparatively 
few ecstatic experiences, one muot place the social and phil-
osophical side of his life, if the work of the founder of the 
Society is to be understood. George Fox believed in"openings" 
but they were not experiences to be desired in themselves. They 
were useful only as they found definite expression in the 
betterment of the world. In the "History of the Friends in 
America, " by Allen c. and Richard H. Thomas (p 3) it is 
said of George Fox ~ n though one of the most mystical of 
modern reformers~ Fox was at the same time one on the most 
practical. All of his spiritual teachings from the very first 
were accompanied not only by desires but by efforts for the 
moral, political and social welfare of hie hearers." 
It was the custom of social drinkiDg which started Fox 
upon hie spiritual quest. He saw " how young people go together 
into vanity," and he felt that he must~f5rsake all,young and 
old, keep out of all, and·be as a stranger unto all." (Journal 
p 68) He continued in this state until he found onenwho could 
speak to my condition." From that time his ministry was to the 
world. 
A considerable portion of Fox's Journal is given to the 
account of hie arguments with priests and clergymen over 
doctrinal questions. This was because of the hollowness of 
ttc:r profession, and because their doctrine \vas at variance 
with the revelation which he had received from God. That 
7. 
which the Priests stood for was a hindr~nce to the coming 
of the kingdom of God in the world. These doctrinal 
questions do not obscure George Fox's great social work. 
Goerge Fox's social work took various forma. We find 
in 1648 and 1649 that he was moved," to go and speak to the 
justices that they should not oppress the servants in 
their wages." ( p 95) Again, " moreover I was moved to go 
to several vourts and steeplehouaea, and other places, 
to warn them to leave off oppression and oaths and to turn 
from deceit to the Lord, and to do justly." (p 96) He spoke 
against all wars because they aroae"from the lusts, according 
to James doctrine." He protested against the putting of a 
wo~~n to death for stealing(p 129); he interested himself to 
seperate men who were quarreling; he went out of hie way 
to speak to constables, magistrates,justices, soldiers and 
keepers of prisons, protesting against any inhuman action 
or treatment, and bidding them live in the fear of the Lord. 
Much of Foz 1 e persecution was due to the fact that 
he would not take an oath of allegiance to ~he government. He 
was interested, not eo much in hie own physical condition, 
aa he was in the great suffering of Friends around him; and 
many times in hie Journal he mentions the sufferings of other 
believers. The beet summary of the social activity .of George 
Fox ia found in hie Journal ( p 106) ,-
About this time I was aotely exercised in going to 
their courts to cry for justice, in speaking anu writting to 
judges and justices to do justly; in warning such as keep 
public houses for entertainn;enta that they shO)lld not let 
people have more drink than would do them good; in testifying 
a. 
against wakes, feasts, maygamea, sports, playa, and shows, 
which trained up people to vanity and looseness, and led them 
from the fear of God; and the days set forth for holidays 
were usually the times wherein they moat dishonered God 
by these things. 
" In fairs, also and in markets, I was made to declare 
against their deceitful merchandise, cheating, and cozening; 
warning all to deal justly, to speak the truth, and ~o let 
their yea be yea, and their nay be nay, and to do unto others 
as they should have others fo unto them; forwarning them of 
the great and terrible day of the Lord, which would come upon 
all of them. 
" 
I was moved,also, to cry against all sorts of music, 
and against the mountebanks playing tricks on their stages; 
for they burthened the pure life, and stirred up people's 
minds to vanity. I was much exercised, too, wtth school-
masters and sohool-mistreaaes, warning them to teach children 
sobriety in the fear of the Lord, that they might not be nura~ 
and trained up in lightness, vanity aml wantonness. I was made 
to warn masters ana mistresses, fathers and mothers in private 
that 
families, to take care Qf/their children and se~vante &Ad 
might be trained up in the fear of the Lord, and that themselva 
should be therin 
examples and patterns of sobriety and virtue 
unto them." 
We see then that in the beginning, the Quakers 
believed that they had that revelation which would change the 
whole world. They believed that if one would follow " that 





It was the feeling that their way of belief would enlighten 
the whole worlci L.:. • .:. J..;·i.dg the kingdom of God upon earth that 
made them go forth in all kinds of social work. The effort 
cf the world 
to make the outward life/confocm to the revelation which 
God had given them, led them into social service. After 
George Fox found one who could speak to hie condition, he 
seems never to have been concerned about his own soul. Other's 
needs for spiritualthinge was that which lea him forth to the 
West Indies and America and impelled him to devote time and 
energy to social and philanthropia causes. Religion took 
the form of practical things. Fox's letter to the Governor 
of Rhode Island in 1672, indicates this balance. He said," 
Mina that of God within you, stand for the good of your 
people, take aff all oppression; and set up justice ovar all." 
Acco~ding to the doctrine of the Inner Light, there is only 
one life and it is impossible to separate it into compartments. 
An outpouring of the love of God upon men meant that they 
should make known the good news. The new relationship to 
God meant a new relationship to man. In this new order," 
whatever hampera,limita, restrains, spoils human powera,is 
to go down at all coats in life and suffering, and whatever 
encourages, liberates and lifts men haa a place in the 
program of these 1 Children of Light •. R.M.Jonea, Introduction 
to the Beginning of ~akeriem" (p 43). God was so immanent 
in the world that men should become fit to live with him on 
earth. This belief lead them out of self to a consideration 
of the needs of others. Because human ~1fe was so closely 
rhelated to the Divine, conditione muat be so changed that 
t e life can take on more of the Divine. 
10. 
The early Quaker was a reformer because of the real presence 
of God in the world. He was careful in speech, dress, 
occupation, amusement, relatione to the state, 
in what could be done to do away with poverty, sickness, 
etc. He believed that all men were equal, whether white,black 
or red; hence juotice should be done for all. The slave 
should be free because he was ~od's child; the wealthy man 
should not be overbearing because he was no better than other 
people; Kings should be just; servants must be humble and 
quiet; prisoners must be treated humanel11;: men must not go 
to war against other men; because there is the Light Within 
everyone which makes all equal in the sight of God. 
There is one thing that ~~st be considered at this 
point, for while it offers some explanation of the fact of 
social work among Friends, yet much confusion will arise unles 
rightly understood. The rise of the Quakers was co-extetent 
with the gre~t religious unrest of the 17th century. Though 
there was some religious toleration, yet it was a time of 
persecution and the Quakers in England and America suffered 
much because of their belief. George Fox himself suffered 
imprisonment as early as 16491 anJ until the Act of Toleration 
in 1689, when James II released the prisoners, Friends 
suffered many hardships. Particularly from 1660 to 1670 the 
jails and prisons held many Friends. It is known that at one 
time there were ovgr one thousnad Fttends in different priaona 
in England. It was not only imprison~.;ent 1 but sickness and 
suffering which resulted from confinement and confiscation 




All who were thus suffering were bound by something of a 
common unity of belief. The question,then, is, did Friends 
limit their efforts for relief to those at who held to some 
particular form of belief? Wetre Friends selfiehf TQ 
answer these questions, consideration must be given to the 
beginnings of the organization and the application of relief. 
There rvere many religious meetings held, b.uit for 
many years there was no attempt at an organization. It is 
of vital interest to note that the first meetings for 
business were held in the intereets of the prisoners, and 
of those who had been depriv~J of support. Meetings for 
worship were quite generally held in Leiceeterahire and ether 
. Ill( 
parte of England by 1614 • 
The earliest record of a business meeting, which later 
developed disciplinary powers, is given by George Fox 
{See Letters of Early Friends, p.312) "Concerning our monthly 
and quarterly meetings" by George Fox, August 1689, he says 
"In 1655, in Cumberland, rrany of the elders came to me at 
Swarthmore, in Lancasterehire, and desired that they might 
have a monthly meeting to look after the poor and to see that 
all walked according to the truth. From the same source we 
learn that there had been buaineaa meetings of very simple 
nature, even previous to 1650, in the interests of the poor 
and needy. These seem to have been only local organizations 
to meet specific needs. There was no attempt at organizing 
these meetings. 
A fuller record is preserved in "Bowden's History 
of Friends in America", {Vol. I, p. 209) of the establishment 
of the monthly meeting in the County of Durham, Engla,ld, in 
May 1654. A portion of the record of this meeting ia as follo~a 
12. 
"Dear Friend, in the measure of the Light of Christ, 
we being br~ught to feel and see the estate and conditiQna of 
the Church in these parte - - - therefore, dear Friends, we, 
t· who are met together, do think it convenient that some of every 
several meeting do meet together every first Seventh day of 
every month beginning upon the first Seventh day of the Third 
month and to declare what necessities or wants are seen in 
• 
these several meetings, and there to be considered on by Friends 
and as nece3sity is seen so to minister. And seeing at present 
there is a great need for a collection by reason of some great 
sums ~f money that have been laid out and more is to be laid 
out, we reco~~end it to your several meetings to do herein 
everyone according to your freedom in the present necessity, 
and to give notice the next first day that it may be collected 
for the poor, the first day following, and to be paid over to 
John Longataffei and a note of the same subscribed by some 
Friends from every meeting." Signed by 16 men Friends. 
Samuel Burroughs gives quite an account of the 
establishment of a fortnightly or monthly meeting by some 
men Friends in London in 1656. These Friends met to consider 
' such things as a suitable meeting place for religious meetings~ 
the care of the poor, the care of the sick, etc. (See Letters 
of Early Friends, pp. 287-310) Such efforts as this indicates 
the scope of anything that could be called a business organi-
zation among the Friends for several years. 
Beginning with 1656 there seems to have been some 
effort to coordinate the different meetings. "General Meetings" 
for religious purposes were held in various localities~ ~rad­
ually there grewufthe plan of taking a collection for the needy 
and for the spread of truth, and this seems to have been the 
• 
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first thing to widen the interests cf theoe group meetings. 
As it became necessary to appoint Friends from different lo-
calities to carry out the wish of the meeting some supervision 
was found necessary; and out of this seemed to devel~p the 
disciplinary powers of the meetings. (See Beginnings of 
Quakerism, Charles W. BraitwaiteJ Chap. 13) It was not until 
1666 or 1 67, more than twenty years after the origin of the 
movement that George Fox took the matter of organization fully 
in hand. 
Based upon ~~e~ experience gained in these 
various group meetings, monthly business meetings were organi-
zed in the various localities for the sake of the truth and to 
care for the needy. The records of London Yearly Meeting dat e 
from Third month 1671. From 1671 until 1681 we find that the 
burden of all min1tes and epistles in the records of the Yearly 
Meeting is the suffering of Friends. 11 The Meeting for Suffer-
ings" composed of representatives from the various sections to 
act as a large committee between the Sessions of the Yearly 
Meeting was established in 1675. Ita purpose is fully stated 
in ita title. Meetings were directed to send,four times each 
ye~r1 the names of Friends in need, money, etc. This meeting 
is today an active force in London Yearly Meeting. 
To be considered also is the fact that there was no 
_. stated membership among Friends for over fifty years after the 
Society arose. Those who attended and oeemed in sympathy were 
counted Children of Light. Only in 1737 did London Yearly 
Meeting, take action concerning membership in the Soci$ty. 
(See Allen C. and Richard H. Thomas, History of the Friends in 
America). It cannot be said then, that this social work was 
undertaken purely as a selfish affair. In fact the recorda 
• 
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show that much of their money went to people who were not clos~ 
ly identified with them. Hence, while their work might seem 
narrow, we see that their sympathy extended to all who suffered 
for conscience• eake1 without distinction. Relief was adminis-
tered to their own followers but it was not an exclusive or 
selfish work. Auguste Jorns eays 1 that "the social work of 
Friends was lese for the alleviating of their own lot than for 
the general public interest". "Der Sozialpoli tik der Quaker." 
If the history of the Society of Friends is viewed 
from the doctrinal standpoint it presents a sad appearance, for 
as they lost their zeal and the desire to be of service to 
the y;orld their concern was over minor matters. The quibbling 
over the width of the hat-brim1 the color of ribbon, or dress, 
is a sad commentary on tho "Children of Light". On doctrinal 
pointe alone the Society of Friends has not contributed much 
to the world. Other beliefs have been far more influential. 
Other forms of worship have appealed to far greater numbers of 
people, but that which has made the Society achieve "results 
wholly out of proportion to their numbers" is the social work. 
Their eiwple doctrine was the key that would unlock all doors 
and set men free. They believed this was applicable to Moham-
medans, Russians, Africans, Indians and, in anticipation, all 
the world. The Gospel of the new Testament was real. It was 
to bind up the broken hearted, to set the captives free. Their 
organization was of the simplest kind. No creedal tests were 
made. They believed that if men could walk in a simple way~ 
putting in practice that which God had revealed to them t:t,lat the 
Kingdom of God would come to earth. 
Capital Puniehrr.ent. 
So far as is known there ~asB5been no organized: actio n 
by any of the~arly meetings on the subject of Capital Punish-
ment. Various minutes have been made protesting against the 
practice, but the Society as a whole has not been officially 
active in the cause. The belief in the brotherhood of man and 
the direct revelation of God to ~an however made them consider 
life as a sacred thing. It was natural that they should cham-
pion the cause of those who were wronged socially, but the work 
has been that of individuals who have taken up the cause from 
the humanitarian standpo)nt. That their work has been effec-
tive is sufficient reason for including this work among the 
prominent social activities of the Friends. 
By the last half of the Seventeenth Century there 
were about one hundred and fifty crimes in England punishable 
with death. These crimes ranged from murder to cutting down a 
I 
tree on sollie large estate, or stealing a loaf of bread. Ae the 
Friends felt the possibility of reforming all those who had gone 
astray they rebelled against the laws which sent eo many to death, 
~Joreover, the death penalty being given for so many offences/ 
made it impossible to obtain justice in many cases. As a con-
sequence justice was not always administered. Likewise, many 
innocent suffered~ and even where there was evidence of crime 
the puni ahn:ent was too severe. 
In 1650 and 1 51 George Fox issued a protest against 
the puninhrnent by death for s~all crimes, but without any par-
ticular reeultn. llio position in this regard is stated by 
Charles Braithwaite, "Be~gmnings of Quakerism" (p.522) "One 
hund1~ec. and seventy years ·oefore the reforr.1er Romilly1 he had 
realized the savagery in The English Criminal Code". The real 
a •. 
interest of Friends in this matter is simultaneous with their 
intereRt in prison refo1·ru. Because of the bitter persecution·a · 
in the last fifty years they were brought much in contact with 
J' the prisons, and had opportunity to see the sufferings and know 
more about the trival offences punishable with death. Individu-
ally they protested against severe punishments, but we come down 
to the year 1820 before any definite steps were taken by Friends 
It was about this time that the work in prison reform was under-
taken by the Friends. The temper of the Englic~ Friends in this 
is revealed in the printed Epistle of London Yearly Meeting of 
1818. It saya,-
• 
"The awful subject of the punishment of death 
has at this time been deeply in1preseed upon our 
minds. We believe that when the precepts and 
spirit of cur Lord and Law giver have a complete 
ascendency, they will lead to the abolition of 
. this practice". 
Also the Epistle of 1847, after suggesting that capital punish-
ment does not deter, hardens many 1and is a system whereby man 
determines the death of another concludes 
"We therefore recorlln1end this solemn subject 
to the very serious attention of our members, 
and would encourage them to see, under the influ-
ence of the wisdom which is from above, to prg-
mote that close examination of the matter by our. 
countrymen and our Rulers, which may eo enlighten 
their understandings as to hasten the day when the 
punishment of death shall be wholly abolished." 
In the life of Peter Bedford, by William Tallack, s.w. 
Partridge, London, 1865 1 {p. 92) we flnd this statement,-
"In 1820 the first regular Anti-Capital Punish-
ment Association was instituted. It conaieted of 
Dr. Lushington, Mea8ra. ThGmas Ruff, William Allen, 
Basil Montague, the three Forstera, Mr. Bedford, and 
a few others." 
So far as ie known six of theoe men were Friends. Sir Thomas 
Fowle Buxton, Mr. Barry and Peter Bedford were very energetic h 
advocating changes in the law for lessening the number of crim~ 
{t; 
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punishable by death. It was due tQ their efforts that the last 
hanging for forgery in England was in 1829. Charles Gilpin and 
Samuel Gurney were early identified with the work. 
In Howard's Letters and Memoiree by Willialli Tallack, 
Peter Bedford is especially mem;ico.n'.!:i c:..a. very instrumental in 
getting the laws changed concerning capital punishment. 
Simultaneously with the work of Elizabeth Frye many 
"four 
efforts were ~eughtrforth to secure change5in the laws. 
Elizabeth Frye by arousing the interest of her brother-in-law, 
· Sir Thomas Fowle Buxton, and others who were prominent in the 
government/was very instrumental in securing changes in the law. 
A little later than this,John Bright championed the 
cause; and on every occasion when he tho}lght it would be effec-
·' 
t i ve 1he advocated laws doing away with capital punishn1ent for so 
many small offences. There are numerous references to the sub-
ject in hie speeches. (See also Howard's Letters and Memoirea 
by William Tallack, pp. 153-159. 
In America the influence of Friends has been felt 
in the matter of doing away with capital punishment for all 
crimes. The humanitarian elements introduced by William Penn 
have been characteristic of the Friends in America. After the 
year 1760 Friends have not been prominent in the Government of 
any of the states, and the work has been a matter of moral and 
social reform. It has been carried on particularly by indivi-
duals who were directly interested in prison work. 
The Sanctity of hurran life, recognized by Friends, 
naturally drives them to work of reformation. James Wood, of 
New York, through his long connection with the Bedford Reform-
atory as President of the Board of Managers and his consequent 
influence in the state, and Timothy Nicholson of Richlliond, 




and President of the National Prison Association, have done 
effective work in their respective states in this cause. 
E D U C A T I 0 N 
A great many people have thought that friends did not 
favor education. The feeling seems to have been that because 
# ~ 
Frionde believed in the teaching of th~ lnward lJght, that 
therefore there was not much need for personal endeavor. Such 
has not been the attitude of the Society, however, for we find 
that Friends have been very conscious of the need for suitable 
education. The introspective period of the Society was not 
conducive to higher education, but it was not through lack of. 
appreciation of its value. 
Friends established schools because their children 
could not be prop~rly educated in outside schools. They felt 
that there was not the proper balance in educational work and 
that their children1 being taught by non-religious people, or 
narrow sectarians, would thereby be educated away from the truth. 
It was this need for the guarded education which was the incen-
tive for the establishment of schools and which was likewise 
the means of limiting the work in subsequent years. What was 
good at the time of the founding of the Society became harmful 
as carried out in later years. The real spirit of Quakerism 
was perverted; as in the case of dress, simplicity in.later 
years assumed a very rigid form• ~ut this fact does not obscure 
the value of the principle. 
We find that as ea~ly as 1657 George Fox recommended 
the settin~ up of a school at Waltham and Shackleford, for 
instruction in "whatever things were civil and useful in the 
creation". He made a similar recommendation in 1669. 
In the Preface of an Elementary Latin Book in George 
Fox' hand-writing, we find, "About six years ago (in 1670) a 
meeting of divers good Friends took place concerning children's 
education and teaching of languages. We deny nothing for 
: ... /'/ 
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childrene learning that may be honest and useful for them to 
know, whether relating to divine principles or that may be 
outwardly serviceable for them to learn in regard to·the cre-
l) ation." {Quotation from Educational Conference of Friends, 
London, 1879). 
In a meeting of the six weeks' meeting, 28th of 2nd 
mo. 1674,at the Bull and Mouse, London we find,-"Upon considera-
tion of the proposal now made for the erecting of a schoole in 
or about this cittee for the teaching and instruction of youth 
among poor Friends Gratis, it was unanimously approved unto and 
(here follows names of people appointed) are to consider of a 
person meet to keep the said schools skilled in Latin, Writing 
and Arithmetic." I am unable to find the number of schools 
established in the first seventy-five years of the history of 
the Society. That many such schools ;-;ere established is with-
out quention, for we knoVI that previous to 1777 there were 
twenty-one private boarding schools among Friends where Latin, 
French and German were taught. Friends were careful to see t 
that their children were not lead away by false instruction, and 
there is no doubt they were careful to see that they received 
such instruction as would be helpful to them. As education did 
not receive much consideration by the people of that time, it is 
no wonder that more Fcw:ieul~• attention was not paid to this 
particular work. We note that John Bellera1 as well ae many 
others, were directly interested in this kind of work. 
Coming down to 1777 we find a Minute of London Yearly 
Meeting deploring the fact that no au:ficient provision for 
chi.l<iren of Friends "not in affluent circumstances" had been 
made and they directed the "Meeting For Sufferings" to devise 
some means to meet this need. This meeting appointed a com~itte ~ 
I) 
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who purchased an old hospital for $35~000. which had been 
founded for the "maintenance and education of exposed and de-
~erted children of London". In establishing this school, "it is 
proposed that the principles we profees be diligently inc~lcated 
and due care be taken to preserve the children from bad habits 
and immoral conduct; that the English language, writing and 
arithmetic, be carefully taught to both sexes; and that the girls 
be also instructed in housewifery and useful needle work". This 
schooli"Ackworth",wae opened in 1779 and at the close of the 
first twelve months had two hundred and fifty-six (256) pupils. 
This school continues in existence until the present time and is 
under the care of London Yearly Meeting. It became a pattern for 
other schools~ not only in England but in America. 
In "A.B.C. of Education" Being the Centenary History 
of the British and Foreign School and Society" (H.B.Binns-Dent 
& Co., London, 1808) we find that Williarr. Allen, Joseph Foster, 
and other Friends, supported the work of Joseph Lancaster and 
really made it possible for his work to succeed. In a notice 
of June, 1801, concerning Joseph Lancaster's Schools it is said: 
"All who will may send their children and have them educated 
freely 1 (the expense of writing books excepted1 and those to 
whom the above offer may not prove acceptable may pay for them 
at a very moderate price, p.9") 
William Allen, along with other Friends, was instru-
~ mental in establishing other schools in.many other countries. 
Educational work in England centres around the 
following preparatory schools: 
Bootham School for Boys at York (1829) 
The Mount School for Girls at York (1831) 
The Leighton Park School for Boys at Reading 
Ackworth (1779) 
Saffron Walden 
Sidcot at Wigton (1808) 








Then there is Dalton Hall at Manchester College which was 
.tr 
especially founded for Friend~~~Ais the outgrowth of the 
Benjamin Flounders Institute established at Ackworth in 18461 
and which was removed to the Leeds in 1858. (Samuel Tuke 
Biographical sketch of the History of Education in the Society 
of Friends 1 18711 Present Day Papers 1 John Wilhelm Rowntree, 
1900) • An educational school is maintained also at Hobart, 
Australasia, under the care of London Yearly Meeting. Dublin 
Yearly Meeting has the schoola,-Brookfield, Mount Mullick and 
Newton (Papers by Joseph Bewley 1838, Devonshire House, London). 
English Friends founded "The Friends Educational Society n in 
1837 1 which contjnued until 1866. Ita object, signed, by 19 
Friends, was nto unite Friends interested in the work of educa-
tion for the purpose of collecting facts and observations 
illustrating the best means of conducting the religious, moral 
literary and physical education of the youth of our Society; 
with a particular reference to the state of our public and 
private schools. (See Second Annual Report of the Friends Educa-
tional Association .1838). 
Friends in America were much affected by the "Guarded 
Education idea" but while they did not unde;take the founding of 
any great educational institutions, they were careful to see 
that all in their care were carefully instructed. 
The general education of Friends has been very notice-
able in all its history. Auguste Jorns says that education 
while "first advanced as a necessity by the Puritans assumed 
highest importance among Friends." 
5. 
A Minute of the Half Year Meeting of Friends in Maryland, 1679, 
shows that they were early concerned about education in ~he 
Colonies. 
1682 -At Burlington, N.J., the Assembly being governai 
entirely by Quakers, 3et aside a very valuable tract of land "to 
remain to and for the use of the town of Burlington for the main-
taining of a school for the education of youth". This still con-
tinues as a trust fund. This institution was for general educa-
tion and not for Friends alone. 
Thomas Budd, one of the early settlers, with William 
Penn, advocated and saw largely carried out a plan of public 
education in which children would attand public school at least 
seven years. William Penn very much favored education and even 
proposed a school of arts and sciences. In 1689 "there were 
1,P~ 
several good schools of learning" in the city (See R.M.Jones,52n 
l§Q2 - There was a public grarr~ar school established 
by William Penn, with William Lloyd as teacher. This is the 
founding of the famous William Penn Charter School of Philadel-
phia. 
In 1784 Hew England Yearly lleeting establi3h€d a school 
for higher education at Portsmouth, R.I. It was discontinued 
after a time on account of lack of funds and was removed to 
Providence, in 1819, Moses Brown School, as it is called today, 
is one of the beet preparatory schools in America. 
h""'&rC. 
The Revolutionary War seems toAbec~he turning point 
in the history of education in the Society. The dangers which 
beset the ~ciety at that time made them very conscious of their 
deficiencies; and we find them from this time making decided 
efforts to further higher education. New York Friends were much 
concerned for the education of the rising generation. By an 
appeal to English Friends in 1781 for a suitable teache~a public 
6. 
school was established in New York City, which was the first 
public school of the city. It still exists under the manage-
ment of Friends and is called "Friends Seminary." 
To tabulate the educational institutions of promi-
nence among American Friends is the next duty. 
1689 - William Penn Charter School, Philadelphia 
As already pointed out, New York Friends established the 
Friends Seminary in _1781· 
1784 - Although the present institution was not founded 
until 1819, the establishment of the Ue\v England Boarding School 
now called "Moses Bro\nl School." 
~ ~ At Nine Partners, Ner1 york, was established the pre-
,, 
paratory school, which ~~ recent years has been moved to union 
springs, N. Y. and is known as "Oakwood serninaryn. 
1799 -west Jown, Cheater county, pa., Belonging to Phila-
delphia Yearly Meeting. 
1819 - yoeea Brown School, Providence, R. I. New England 
yearly Meeting. 
1819 - Fair Hill Boarding School, Baltimore yearly Meeting, 
now discontinued. 
~-~ - Alexandria Boarding School, Alexandria, va. 
Hicksite. 
~ - Haverford College, Haverford, pa., which was chartem~ 
as a college in 1856 and is the first college among Friends. 
1836 - Boarding School, Mt. pleasant, Ohio 
~- New Garden Boarding School, Guilford, N.c. which 
became Guilford college in 1888. 
1838- A school near Swathmore, Pa. 1 which was the forerunner 
of swathmore College, Hicksite. 
1845 - A Day School in Philadelphia, Hickaite, which now hao 
7. 
600 pupils. 
1845 -Manuel Labor Institution, Bloomingdale, Ind. 
1847 - A Boarding School which later develop!d into 
Earham College, Ricruaond, Ind. 
Hicksite. · 
1856 - Haverford College, Chartered Haverford, Pa. 
1859 - Earlham College, chartered, Richmond, Ind •. ·. 
1864 - Friends Elementary and High School, Baltimore, 
1867- Friends School in Brooklyn, N.Y. 
1867 - Oakwood seminary and Bailey Institate, 
Vassalboro, Maine. 
1869 - "Swathmore" Swathmore, Pa. Hicksite 
. 1871 - Wilmington College, Wthlmington, Ohio. 
1873 - Penn College, Oskaloosa, Ia. 
1885 - "Bryn Mawr" founded by Friends but is not 
denominational. 
1891 - Pacific College, Newburg, Oregon. 
1893 - George School, Newton, Pa. Hickeite 
- Pickering College, Pickering, Ont. 
- Whittier College, Whittier, Cal. 
1897 - Friends University, Wichita, Kansas. 
1899 -Central City College, Central City, Neb. 
For our purpose it is sufficient to show that at ~tltc 
time when education was neglected, when only the rich could take 
time to read, Friends were insisting that their children should 
have the opportuni~y of securing what we call today a High Scho& 
education. one has only to turn to a history of education to a~ 
how little attention was given to education in the 17th, 18th 
and 19th centuries. Yet, while Friends were not advocating 
higher learning as early as some other boJiea they laid special 
8 •. 
,, 
stress upon fundamentals, they insis·ted upon a· guarded educa- · 
tion; and though in the course of time this worked hardships 
this guarded education usually resulted in a stable~ moral 
character. 
When Friends migrated to the west, schools were estab-
lished as soon as Meeting Houses were buil~. Throughout Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Friends 
built academies so that theirchildren could receive higher· 
education. As the Academies were more generally established p 
public interest was aroused. Public schools and public high a· 
schools were soon established. As these private schools could·. 
not compete with the publicly supported schools, many of the 
Academies had to go out of existence. They were usually absorbed 
by the town or township. Some were turned into private board-
ing schools and are of great service to the society tojay. 
In the Educational Report of Indiana Yearly Meeting 
in 1840, it is stated that there were 71 651 children of school 
age in the Yearly Meeting and that only 319 of these were not 
in school. This was at a time when it was stated that one-
seventh of the population of Indiana was illiterate. (see 
Boone•a History of Education} 
By 1850 when the first public hi&h school was estab-
lished in Indiana the Friends had twelve subscription schools 
of high school grade. 
In ~ they report 20 such schools. 
In the report to the Friends Educational Conference, 
held under the auspices of the Educational Board of the Five 
Years Meeting at Richmond 1 Indiana, July 1905, Robert E.Pretlow 
(see American Friend October 17, 1905) it v~s stated that the 
secondary schools under the care of Friends are aa follows:-
9. 
'I New England has two - Oak Grove Seminary at Vassalboro, 
Me. and the Moses Brown School at Providence, R. I. 
New York has Oakwood Seminary at Union Springs, N. Y. 
North Carolina Friends still control a few of their old 
Qqarterly Meeting Schools, now constituting part of the State 
Public School System, 
Philadelphia has Westtown Boarding School, the William. 
Penn Charter School, The Friends' Select School, Germantown 
Frienjs School and Moorestown Friends Academy. 
In assets and attendance and Secondary schools of Phila-
delphia Yearly Meeting will more than equal all the others com-
bined. 
Baltimore Yearly Meeting maintains an academy at Corinth 
Va., and some smaller schools of lower graje. 
Ohio Yearly Meeting has Raisin Valley Seminary, at Adrian, 
Mich., and Damascus Academy at Da.maacus, Ohio. 
Wil:nington Yearly Meeting has an academy at ·Friendsville, 
Tenn. 
Indiana Yearly Meeting has academies at Spmceland and 
Fairmount. 
Western Yearly Meeting has Union High School, Westfield, 
Ind., Friends 1 Bloomingdale Academy, Bloomingdale, Ind., Ver-
million Academy, Vermillion Grove, Ill., and Central Academy, at 
:Plainfield, rn&~·· I" ..... , 
Kansas Yearly Meeting has Hesper, Haviland, Stella and 
North Branch Academies. 
Iowa Yearly Meeting has academies at New Providence, 
Pleasant Pluin and Salem. 
Many of these schools report mm~ax improvements in the past 
seven years, Fairmount, Union High School and Friendsville, alone 
report increase in endowment. Ext~nsions of the course of study 
10. 
and enlargement of libraries and laboratories are more common. 
There is also a notable increase in the attention given to 
physical education. 
The missionary schools include work among both the 
negros and the Indians. 
Very valuable and efficient schools are maintained for 
the education of the negroe at Southland College, near Helena, 
Ark., under the care of Indiana Yearly Meeting; at High Point, 
N. c., under the care of New England Yearly Meeting (their 
former work at Maryville, Tenn., having been closed three years 
ago) and at Chriatianburg, Va., under the care of Philadelphia 
Yearly Meeting. " 
Since this report Kansas Yearly Meeting has added 
Friendswood, Lawrence and Gate Academies. 
It is estimated in the report mentioned above that the 
assets of the combined institutiona, controlled by Friends, would 
total over eight million dollars. As the endowments of Gifford, 
Earlham, Penn, Friends' Univsrsity, Whittier, Pacific and Central 
City Colleges have been increased considerably since 1905 the 
figures should be larger. 
Sufficient-evidence has been given to show the pioneer 
work of Friends along Educational lines not only in England but 
in America as well. It is to be regretted that efforts for 
lC~ ~A.L.J 
higher eduoat1on~were not undertaken at lea~t one hundred years 
earlier, but the influence of the Friends has been felt in the 
demand for a liberal education for all people. 
Indians 
The Friends had a kindly interest in the welfare of 
the Indians from the time of their first contact with them. 
There is no record of cruel treatment of the Indians against the 
Friends. The Aborigines as they were called by the earlier 
Friends, were the cause of deep concern. The starting point 
of course, was their spiritual welfare and Friends tried hard to 
civilize and evangelize them, but without much succesa. The 
efforts of the New York Friends with the Seneca Indiana over a 
period of a hundred years, did not meet with much success in the 
way of making "Friends" of them. It seems that being more of 
primitive man, they were in need of more of the outward things 
as evidence of the inward. They did aJpreciate the teaching of 
the Great Spi~it, but when a Minister was preaching to them one 
tim' concerning Jeaus Christ one Indian remarked that "he didn't 
think that the Son had got that far yet." The mystical element 
in the Friends worship did not appeal to them, though one chief 
did express himself as loving "to feel where words come from". 
But today in Oklahoma and Indian Territory there are several 
hundred Indiana who are respected members of Friends. In Alaska 
until the work was t~rned over to the Presbyterians a few years 
ago, there were also qui~e a number of Indiana members with 
Friends. 
In the matter of justice to the Indian 1 however, the 
Friends have been recognized as leaders. The record of their 
dealings with him is a chapter of Justice, confidence and 
respect. 
George Fox felt a deep religious concern for the 
Ab~rgines, and we find in hie Journal records of his visits to 
different tribes and some of the great Kings. Other of the 
------------------------------~ 
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early visiting Friends took special pains to preach the gospel 
to them, and showed a very kindly interest in them. But the 
actual influence, .as noted above was very small. 
When the Friends came to settle in West Jersey 1677, 
they were careful to pay the Indians !Dor the land, and they would 
not occupt more than they had paid for. In this Friands were 
only doing what had already been done previous to their coming, 
by the Dutch and the Swedes, andby the Rhode Island and Massa-
.. 
chusetta Colonies. But this kind of treatment was greatly 
enlarged by the coming of William Penn in 1681. He was very 
careful to buy the land of the InJians before occupying it. 
Mors than that he advocated and established laws to that end, 
giving them strict justice in every way. A statement made by 
William Penn in 1685 well illustrates hie attitude. "Do not abue 
,, 
them, but let them have but justice and you will win them. Penna 
Treatment of the Indians is one of the beautiful chapters of 
American History. If differences arose there was to be a jury of 
twelve - six Indians and six white men. Uapa were to be correct 
~, weights and measures were to be accurate, etc. The Indiana 
were to fully understand their bargains and be satisfied. This 
was in striking contrast to the grasping selfishness of Penn's 
son1and to the treatment of the Indians in many other places. It 
is a noteworthy fact that the Pennsylvania colony was the freeest 
from Indian troubles of any of the American colonies. There was 
no interruption of the friendly relations between the Indians 
and the whites in this colony for more than seventy years after 
Penn's coming. When trouble did arise Friends were not in 
control of the governing body. 
John Archdale, a Friend, appointed1 in 1695,Governor 
of North Carolina had almoet as signal success in that colony 
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aa did Penn in Pennoylvania. Hts method of treatment was very 
similar to that of Penn•a. 
After Friends had lost control of the Assembly in 
Pennsylvania (1756) those who were in favor of more military m 
measures gained the ascendency. Braddock's defeat and the 
alliance of the French with the Indians caused great trouble 
and considerable bloodshed in the colony. About this time (1756) 
there was formed "The Friendly Association for gaining and pre-
Aerving peace with the Indians with pacific measures." On 
account of the Indian hostilities this association, with other 
Frienda1advocated the winning of the Indians friendship by gifts, 
etc. Privately they gave many hundreds of dollars worth of 
goods to them. This association finally loaned the assembly 
about 5000 L's to settle the differences with the Indians. In 
times of peace the records show that they expended about 500 L's 
a year in their Indian work~ In the efforts to settle the 
differences with the Indians in 1856-5~ aBa ES the Friends saw 
that some of their members were there to look out for the inter-
eets of the Indians; and at the second conference in l850and 
again in 58 the Indian chief would not treat with the Assembly 
~· unless some Friends were in attendance. (See Q'!' in A. Col. 
R. M. Jones p.505-6) In this same year (1757) wae organized 
"the New Jeraey Association for Helping the Indians", by the 
Friends1 dn New Jersey under the leadership of Samuel Smith. 
This was likewise productive of much good both for settlers and 
Jrndians. The good feeling and kindly intereot was much heighten-
ed by the visits of John Woolman and many others to the various 
tribes for religious service. 
a By l795,from the recorda of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, 
we find that a lively intereat was taken in civilizati~n~~ the 
!nd5ans. Efforts were made to establish schools, improve farms, 
)' 
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and acquire tools for the Indians. From this time on .the efforts 
of Frie?dB have been largely directed in this line. 
In "Uorth American Indians and Friends" published by 
the ~boriginies Committee of the Meeting for Sufferings of 
London Yearly Meeting, 18441 and in reports to the Meeting for 
SufferiLg~ ~f Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of various years, the 
course of Friends work is clearly indicated. These reports are 
full of details concerning the various tribes of Indiana, their 
location, their past history, the general physiogomy of the 
tribes, their living conditione, habits, extent of farming, 
trading, clothing, intercourse with other tribes, use of liquor 
in the tribe, etc. By having such a wealth of knowledge about 
them1 they were the better prepared to act intelligently, Friends 
were careful to find out all about their conditions, and then 
advance steps were undertaken. Every Yearly Meeting of Friends 
in America has been engaged in this work in some way, and today 
they are all identified more or leas .with the work through 
specially appointed committees or through their Home mission 
work. 
The closer identification of Friends with the work of 
civilizing the Indiana came about through u. s. Grant during the 
time h~ waa President of the United States. In his first Annual 
message toCongress in 1869 President Grant wrote "From the 
foundation of the government to the present, the manag~ment of 
the original inhabitants of this continent, the Indiana, has been 
a subject of embarraaement and expen'ae, and has been attended wi 'ft!1 
continuous robberies, murders and wars. From my own experience 
upon the frontiers and in Indian countries, I do not hold either 
legislation or the conduct of the whites who come in contact with 
the Indian, Blameless for these hostilities. The past, however, 
cannot be undone, and the question must be met as we now find it. 
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I have attempted a new policy toward these warda of the nation 
(they cannot be regarded in any other light than as imrde) with 
fair results so far as tried, and which ! hope will be attended 
ultimatsly with great success. The~ SQcof Fr~a well known as 
having succeeded in living in peace with the Indians in the 
early settlement of Pennsylvania, while their white neighbors 
of other sects in other sections were constantly embroiled. 
They are also known for their opposition to all strife, viol~nce, 
and war and are generally noted for their strict integrity and 
fair dealings. These considerations induce me to give the manage-
ment of a fe~reeervations of Indiana to them and to lay the 
burden of selection of agents upon the Society itself. The 
result has proven most satisfactory.~ 
In 1870 President Grant further expanded his policy. 
In his message he says, "The experiment of making it a Miseion-
ary work was tried with a few agencies given to the denomina-
tion of Friends, and has been found to work most advantageously 
•••.• Indian agencies being civil offices, I determine to give 
all the a~enciea to such religious denominations as had hereto-
fore eAtabliahed Missione·among the Indians, and perhaps to some 
other denominations who would undertake the work on the aame· 
terms, ie; as a Missionary work. The Societies selected are 
allowed to name their own agents, subject to the approval of 
the Executive, and are expected to watch over them and aid them 
as missionaries, to Christianize and civilize the Indian and to 
II 
train them in the arts of peace ••••• Quoted from Thomas, Hist. 
of Fr. 1?9-80. 
Another tribute to the work of the Friends is found in 
the nReport upon the Condition and Management of certain India~ 
Agencies in the Indian Territory now under the supervision of 
,· 
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the Orthodox Friends." by s. A. Galpin, Chief Clerk, Office 
of Indian Affaire, Washington 1877. After reviewing the condi-
tion of the Indians at the Kiov~, Comanche, Wichita, Cheyennes, 
and Arapahoe, Sac and Fox, Osage, Agency in Kansas and the 
Quapaw agencies, he says, "In conclusion and in taking a more 
general view of the service, the marked advantage among the 
Indians wbo have been for the past nine years under agents 
nominated by the Orthodox Friends, seems to me to justify some 
special notice. When their first agents entered upon the work 
the Kiowas, etc. were all hostile, often definitely so •••••• 
Raids, etc ••• 1ror the progress of the Indiana since their surren-
der, and for the present desire for improvement, .the credit ahoul.~ 
be given to the agents and to the policy which the Orthodox 
Friends through them have endeavored to carry out". The tribe 
assigned to the Hicksite Friends was the Pawnees in Nebraska. 
According to the report of the "Committee on In~ian Affairs" of 
Baltimore Yearly Meeting 1886 (p.39) at one time Friendo had a 
Supt. of Indian Affairs, eight Indian Agents, and eighty-five 
other ~embers acting as employees under the govern~ent". 
(Quoted from HiPt. of Fr. in A. Thomas' p. 182 n.) Fdends 
continued in the wo.rk until the government changed its policy 
in 1885, when all accounts with Friends were honor~bly settled. 
As noted above, the interest in the Indians continues 
today in the form of Home Mission work. So far as js known there 
is no blot on the history of Friends treatment of the Indians. 
That they have been of untold service not only to the Indih&e but 
to the Government and people of the colonies and states, is 
without question. It is one of the things which has made the 
Qur,ker nun~e known for honea ty, tru thfulnees and uprightness. 
Insane 
Friends have had a kindly interest in the care of 
the insane from the time of George Fox. In instructions by 
George Fox to "The Six Weeks 1ieeting" preserved among the papers 
of Radcliffe Monthly Meeting, England, 11/5/1675, we find this 
statement;."That Friends do seek some place convenient in or 
about ye city wherein they may put any person that may be dis-
tracted in minde, that so they may not be put amongst ye world's 
people or run about ye streets." In another Epistle he urges 
Friends to have and provide a home for those that be "diatorupered 
in mind and deprived of their rational faculties", and not to go 
to the world. But the real interest of Friends in the care of 
the insane was aroused by the treat~ent of one of their ruembera 
at York, England; A woman Friend .was admitted to the Insane Asy-
lum at York in 1791; her relatives living distant from the City 
asked some of the Friends in the City to visit her, but thia 
req_ueot was not grantee.. Suspicions were aroused from the 
fact that a few days after their request, the patient died. 
At the close of the ~uarterly Meeting in York, Srd 
mo., 1792, a proposition was made to establish some heme where 
the afflicted people of their :r.nembership might be properly taken 
care of. This was opposed; but it was agreed that plane should 
be prepared for the ensuing Quarterly Meetir.g, and a subacription 
irw.edia. tely opened. The purpose as set forth by thi a ruee ting, 
was 
"At a meeting of F:riends held at York, the 
28th of Gth month, 1?92, for the purpose of taking 
into co~sider&tion the propriety of providing a retired 
habi tat~or.~, with necees'"-rY advice, attendance, etc. 
2. 
for the members of our Society, and others in 
profession with us, who may be in any state of 
Lunacy, or so deranged in mind (not Idiots) as 
to require such a prQvision: 
RESOLVED 
"That persons of this description, (who are 
truly objects of great sympathy and compaosion) 
are often, from the peculiar treat~ent which they 
require necessarily conm;i tted, wholly to the 
government of people of other Societ!es. It 
appears, therefore, very desirable that an 
Institution should be formed, wholly under the 
governrr,ent of ]'ri ends 1 fOl' the relief and 
accommodation of such Persons, of all ranks with 
respect·~to property. This would, doubtless, in 
sollie degree, alleviate the anxiety of the rela-
tives, render the minds of the Patients more 
easy in their lucid intervals, and consequently 
tend to facilitate and promote their recovery." 
The leader in this movement was Vlilliarr. Tuke of York, who was 
ably supported by his son, Henry, and Lindley Murray the 
Gramrr.arian. By the close of the year 1793 ground was purchaoed; 
1794-95 the building was erected. It wao opened for the ad-
misoion of patients 11/5/17961 and has been known since ae 
"The Retreat". 
One has only to turn to any authentic work on the hie-
tory of the treatment of the insane to see how inhuman the 
methodswere at this time. The commonly accepted basis for trea~ 
ment was, "that fear is the great principle by which the insane 
t 
..... -are to be govel·ned". Restraint, abuse, beatings, shackles, 
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etc., were the common measures used at this time. Royalty did 
not escape; it was said that King George III while insane was 
knocked down by his own attendant. While not as far advanced 
at first in the treatment of the insane as institutions are 
todayJ "The Retreat" was characterized from the beginning by a 
tend~ncy to humane treatment. It was, as quotedJ- "to render 
the minds of the patients more easy in their lucid intervals 
' 
and, consequently, tend to facilitate and promote recovery". 
By experiment George Jepson as superintendent learned that 
kindness would do more than beatingaJ and by his careful obser-
vation he introduced treatments which were revolutionary in · 
character. Previous to this little attention had been given to 
the physical condition; but he took special pains to study this 
ahd thereby advanced medical knowledge as early as 1797. Patient~ 
were occasionally put to "such employment as might be suitable 
and proper for them, in order to relieve the languor of idleness 
and prevent the indulgence of gloomy sensation" (page 16). 
From the beginning all unnesesaary restraint was done away 11i th; 
bars were not permitted on the windowsJ patients were allowed 
freedom not only for recreation on the grounds, but also for 
work in the caring for flowers, tending the garden, etc. MusicJ 
bcoks, flowers, pictures, etc., were permitted for all who 
would possibly used them. Patients v1ere conoidered as having 
some mental power. 
Today "The Ret1·eat" - "A Registered Hospital for the 
Treatment of Mental Diseares" is one of the most ~odern, up-to-
date hospitals for the treatment of the insane in the worl~~ 
The building is situated on a plot of ground of about fourteen 
(14) acres. Well-kept lawns and gardena are a delight to the 
eye. The accommodations for the patients are aln1ost luxurious' 
1there 1o nothing of the hospital aopect about it; no mechanical 
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restraint ie allowed; congenial groupe of 4, 6, 8 or 10 have a 
corridol', dining roow and rest room in common. Provision is 
made for violent patients by heavily padded rooms, but liberty, 
kindness, and proper medical and physical treatment very largely 
does away with the necessity for such. The words of Dr. Dalarine 
of Geneva, in 1789, are very applicable today: "It gives you no 
idea whatever of a place of confinement, but rather of a large 
_ITP 
rural farm surrounded by a garden". A parallel to this work 
arose in Paris under the leadernhip of Dr. Pinel. (See "Reform 
in the Treatment of the Insane", by Dr. Hack Tuke, J.& A. 
Churchill, London). To Dr. Pinel rightfully belongs the actual 
credit for demonstrating to the world that insane patients should 
not be treated by mechanical restraint. William Tuke applied 
the theory, though not to eo great an extent, a few months pre-
' 
vioua to Dr. Pinel. However, each worked without the knowledge 
of the other. From "Lettres de Pinel" published by Dr. Pinel's 
eon in 1859, and "Reform and Treatment of the Insane" byDr. 
Hack Tuke, we·learn that Pinel wae not aware of the work at 
York until 1798, and it waa 1806 before William Tuke heard of 
the work at the Becetre. The work at York preceded Dr. Pi~al'e 
wcrk by two years, eo that William Tuke has the credit of first 
introducir.g modern hu~ne methods in the treatment of the insane. 
For aver a century "The Retreat" has served as a model 
or been the subject of careful study for similar institutions. 
The asylum at York, which was recognized as a model at that time, 
suffered so n.uch by con1pariac·n, that the result was na complete 
revision of the rules of govern~cnt of the establishment; the 
dismissal of every servant engaeed in the care of patients; and 
the reorganization of the aoylum, by the superintendent and 
matron of "?he Retreat". (A sketch of the ori&in, progress and 
,..f 
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present state of "The Retreat", York 1828, by direction of 
the general meeting). 
Dr. Dalar1na of Geneva published an account of his 
viei t to the asylum in the Edinbu1·gh Review. 
Dr. Connolly, the famouo superintendent of the Hanwel1 
Asylum, England1whose influence on the treatment of the insane 
has, perhapo, been more far reaching than that of any other one 
person, recognized the influence of the great Retreat at York on 
hie \vork. {See "Medical Timesc-and '""Gazette" April 7, 1860). 
A collection of tributes to the in~luence of "The 
Retreat" may be found in "Reform and Treatment of the Inoane" 
by Dr. Hack Tuck, a typical one being a telegram from the 
Russian Medico-Psychological Association of St. Petersburg at 
the Centenary execciaes June 20th, 1892-"The Medico-Phychologi-
cal~·~f St. Peteraburg congra tula tee the York Retreat 
from which humane ideas were originally pr~~gated 
throughout the uni~erae, and contemplates on the 
occasion of the Centenary the glorious memory of the 
celebrated William Tuke". 
{See also· description of the 2aud:JtiJXII "Retreat" an Ineti tu-
tion near York for insane persona of the Society of Friends, by 
Samuel Tuke, York, 1813). 
Dr. John Connolly of Edinburgh, (~~~ Life of John 
Connolly, London, Smith, Elder & Co., 1856) says of this 
admirable aayluffi (The Retreat) "The first in Europe in which the 
first enlightened treatment was carried into effect, combined 
bent economical, medical and moral details". 
~ 
In 1?5l~arose a great concern in Philadelphia Monthly 
Meeting, that a portion of Pennsylvania Hospital be uaed for 
the distempered in mind and those deprived of their rational 
faculties. This was done and the continued efforts of the 
friends in Philadelphia for better1ng the conditiono of such 
institutions have been of untold influence dn America. 
s. 
In 1799 Thomas Scattergood of Philadelphia made an 
extended visit of six years in England. He was so impressed 
with the work of "The Retreat" at York, that when he returned 
in 1805 he bought eighty-three acres of land near Philadelphia 
and established a similar institute called "Frankford". At. 
the time this institution was opened there was no asylum in this 
country which could serve as a model of an institution of the 
kind. (Charles Evans, M.D., American Journal Medical Science, 
May 1893) The treatment to be pursued •vas to be the most sooth-
ing and gentle. This hae been in America what "The Retreat" has 
been in England, and is characterized by its humane methods of 
treatment, and the character and percentage of cures. The 
progressive character of this work is indicated by the fact that 
a gymnasiutn was opened at "Frankfoi·d" in 1891, with a director 
of gymnasium work, the first of ita kind. (Considering that in 
England the first humane Lunacy Laws were not enacted until 1845 
thio is all the more remarkable) • 
Charles Evans, M.D. in the American Journal of Medical 
Science, May 1839, says of "The Retreat" after speaking of ita 
origin - "And in 1796 a considerable number of patients received 
a cou:-oe of treatment carried out such as had never before been 
practised towards the insane ••• in a short time the success 
... 
obtai.r.ed there demonstrated beyond contradiction, the super] or 
efficiency both in respect to cure and security of the mild and 
humane system of treatment of all kinde of mental disorder." 
Dr. We:i.l·, Inspector of Naval Hospital in England, in 
testimony given before the Committee of the Houce of Cornn1ona, 
1816, appointed to investigate Insane Asylums, says: "The object 
of almont every Inoane Institution, whether for public or private 
use, had been the security of those pitiable objects; competent 
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medical and moral treatment being in a great measure overlooked; 
happily for that class of society, however, the Quakers• Retreat 
at York has at last convinced the woxld how much may be done 
toward the amelioration of their condition.'' 
Dr. John Fothergill, a Friend, was one of the English-
men who raised considerable sums of money for the founding of 
the New York Hospital for the care of the insane, which later 
developed the Bloomingdale Asylum, New York. This institution 
was founded in 1806. In 1815 Thomas Eddy presented a pamphlet 
to the governors of the apylcm, recommending the introduction of 
a course of moral treatment more extensive than had hitherto 
been practised in this country, and similar to that pursued at 
"The Retreat" in York, England. (Hew York Hospital Mahlon Day 
Printer, 1838, New York, Page 16). 
In the work for the insane mention must also be made 
of Willialli Allen and Elizabeth Fry, who included this in their 
Philadelphia work. 
Other than these activities already mentioned the 
latest efforts of note are those 1Theophilua Waldllieier, a man 
who was raised a Catholic and joined the Friends by conviction. 
He established a Friends' Mission for the Insane on Mount 
Lebanon Near Beyreut, Palestine. The deplorable, outcast condi-
tion of the insane in Western Asia gave cause for great pity. 
In his appeal for the first Home for Insane see "Lebanon Hospi-
tal for Insane" (Mica A. N. Gooch, Hadley Broa. 1 London) he 
sets forth its purpose: "The institution should be undenomina-
tional in its character and receive patients from all sect@ 
and creeds, and all nationalities and religions, without the 
slighteot preference for one or the other" The work is modeled 
after nThe Retreat" is built on the pavilion system and is in 
~_... ___ -- ----- -. --
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r strong contrast to the superstitious and inhuman treatment 
of the inaane common :i.n that country. 
I 
Peace 
To be leaders in a movefuent which an enlightetled age 
is coming to feel is moat vital to the social, economic and 
political life of the world is to be of social service. Perhaps 
the Quaker principle which is most widely known among people 
outside the Society is that ~ ... Q."'"1!ke ......... taR4 for Peace •. To 
show the part Frjends have had and now have in the movement,ia 
not to minimize the part which others have had~ or to claim 
any degree of originality. Though the Christian Church in 
general has not opposed war and has usually been so mixed up 
with political ambition, there has been an undercurrent in each 
~neration of the Christian Era which opposed war as incompatiab ~e 
with the Christian teaching. Friends were not alone in opposing 
war oven in the middle of the 17 C, for practically all the 
"Quietest 1 s" movements advocated the same principle. The Friends 
were unique in that interpreting the teaching of Jesus as opposed 
to war, they consistently st¢od for that principle as Christian 
and therefore a huminatarian measure. Throughout the two-
hundred and fifty years of its bietory,thie bas stood forth 
prominently as one of the vital principles. Today when 70% of 
the income of the United States government is used for ~ilitary 
purposes, people are beginning to see that Peace is a Christian 
measure, that it is conducive to a feeling of brotherhood between 
men and nations, is productive of the highest type of manhood, 
and is a great factor in solving the problem of economic waste. 
The work for peace among Friends was and is a distinc-
tively religious movement. In 1650 George Fox upon the arrival 
of the time for his release from the Jail at Derby, was offered 
the position of Captain in a local regiment then being raised, 
in defence of the Commonv:ealth. Fox rei)lied, "I told them I 
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knew whence all wars arose, even from the lusts, according to 
James doctrine; and that I lived in the virtue of that life and 
pm1er that took away the occasion of all ware." On being pressed 
further he replied that he "waa come into the covenant of peace, 
which was before wars and strifes were" G. Fox Journal _(Jones) 
p. 128. He believed that the Biblical injunction to "Love your 
enemies" applied to all people. Ae this was the rule by which 
God would rule the world, no support whatever must be given to 
anything that pertained to war. Robert Barclay set forth the 
belief more clearly than any other person fronl the standpoint 
of doctrine. He says, "The last thing to be considered,. is 
revenge and war, an evil as opposite and contrary to the spirir 
and doctrine of Christ as light to darkness •.•.•..••• so that it 
is strange that men, made after the image of God should have so 
much degenerated, that they rather bear the image and nature 
of roaring lions, tearing tigers, devouring wolves and raging 
bears, than of rational creatures endued with reason". Barclays 
Apology, Friends Book Store Philadelphia, Be goes on to show 
that war ia inconsistent with the teaching of Jesus and with 
the teaching of the early Church Fqthers. He also shows plainly 
with considerable critical foresight, that the Old Testament 
viewpoint is not the Christian viewpoint. 
The position taken by the Quakers was that war ahould 
not be undertaken either for offence or defence. Their real 
atti tlhde is shown by the conduct of the Penne~rl•rania settlement 
and the Acts of the Assembly while under the control of the 
Friends. The Charter granted William Penn made the government 
of the province subject to the crown. The personal views of 
William Penn are clearly set forth in his own writing. He 
F:aya in "The rise und progress of the People called "Quakers" 
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not fighting,~ but suffering is another testimony peculiar to 
this people ••• Thus as truth-speaking succeeded swearing, so 
faith and patience succeed fighting in the doctrine and practice 
of this people. Nor ought they for this to be obnoxious to 
civil government; aince if they cannot fight for it neither 
can they fight against it, which is no mean security to a state". 
~694) In 1693 ho published "An eaaay towards the present and 
future peace of Europe by the establishment of an European Dyet 
Parliment or Estates, which would settle the disputes between 
nations. His ideal for the province was to have only a mini-
mum of defensive me~surea, sufficient only for what we would 
call police protection. The real teat of the Quaker principles, 
which likewise proves their sincerity came through the carrying 
out of theoe principles. 
In 1689 the Crown asked the colony for a force of 
militia for protection against the French. The council refused 
to sanction it on conAcientious grounds, though a number of 
members of the council were not Friends, (See A Quaker Experims~ 
in Government, Isaac Sharpless, Ferrie and Leach, Philadelphia 
1902} In 1693 Governor Fletcher, who was also Gov. of New York 
aoked the Assembly for money to support war against the French 
and Indiana. This was not granted, though money was voted at 
the time for other things in support of the government. This 
was in the time when Penn was in England defending hie rights. 
In 1695 eighty men were asked for to defend New York. The 
request w~:~.e not granted though action VIas taken similar to that 
in 1693. In 1701 the English GovernL:lent asked for 350L'a toward. 
erecting forts. It was not granted. In 1709 the Queen ordered 
Pennsylvania to furnish a cettain quota of ~en for the invasion 
of Canada, and an expense account of 4000 L. It was refused 
4. 
though the Assembly did vote 500 1 as a gift to the Queen in 
token of their respect. In 1711 a similar request was made and 
2000L was voted to the Queen, but it was not used for military 
purposes. It is to be noted in this connection that the Quakers 
never imposed their conscience on others. The Governor, they 
held, was free to raise a militia if he wished as he held that 
right from the Crown. But they WO:)Uld have no part in it. 
The conflict between the Quakers and the military 
party continued in various forms until 1756. Until this time 
tge Quakers held a majority vote in the assembly and would not 
sanction war meaaures. Braddocke defeat in 1755 was the turning 
point. The pressure from outside the colony, the military spirit 
fostered and fanned by such men as Benjamin Franklin, aroused 
great opposition to the actions of the Ass~ably. The Governor 
having declared war against the Indians,added to the defeat of 
Braddock, lead to a reign of terror. Some of the Quakers favored 
the taking up of arms. Cu~h pressure was brought to bear that 
the Quaker members of the As2embly resigned in 1756 and their 
successors were men of other denominations. They did the best 
they could to etem the tide, but were defeated. For an excellent 
portrayal of these conditions and the possible outcome see Sharp-
lens Q. Ex. in Gov. Chapters VII and VIII. 
The attitude of the Friends in general, and of London 
Yearly Meeting is well set forth in the correspondence between 
the Yearly Meetings throughout the 60 years previous to 1756. 
To mention or to quote the references is impossible in a limited 
space. To be mentioned is the fact that for over 70 years Friend~ 
'-' 
succeeafully put in practice in t1:e affairs of a growing colony 
and in the midst of great dangers, the grs~t principle of Peace. 
It is easy to fini.l fault with some of the actions which seem 
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vacil~ting to us, but the aurr~ary is well made by Issac 
Sharpless Q. Ex. in Gov. p. 258. "The Quaker legislators were 
not~ careleos politicians, neither were they heroes, but they 
were conBcientioua men, who, when the issue came baldly stood 
by their brethern who controlled the Yearly Meeting, and pre-
served unimpareJ the principle of peace to their pooterity." 
One of the earliest advocatea of prominence and one 
who was instrumental in agitating the cause was John Bellers, 
. 
1654-1725. Under the imprint of London, Anno 1710 he issued a 
pharo.phlet To Parliment, Some Reasons for an European State 
proposed to the Powers of Europe, by an Universal Guarantee and 
an Annual Congress Senate, Dyet or Parliment, To settle and 
disputes about the Bounds and Rights of Princes and States 
hereafter. In thia he proposed such a court, "By which the 
Kingdom and States thereof may among themeelves, raise such 
a Legal Jurisdiction as may peaceably decide all their future 
disputes ••• " Also he emphasized the economic coat of war in 
men and money and "The Assembly must go by Argument (and not 
Scimitars) grounded upon reason and justice. The unlimited 
will of Monarchs to invade their neighbors, is no more a priv-
elege, than it would be for their subjects to have liberty to 
destroy each other. Fox had proposed arbitration as well as 
~ William Penn, but this g~atty shows the clearest grasp of the 
po~nibilities of Arbitration. 
Zfter 1756 the Friends in England and America seemed 
to cotua to the conclusion that public office put them in eo much 
of an uncompromising position that it w~a better to keep clear 
of such. Coneequentfy we find that from this time the beet type 
of Quaker vraa not found in public office. However much we may 
criticize their attitude, they were convinced that the beat 
s. 
type of spiritual life could be fostered only by keeping clear 
of avoidable difficulties. 
"The Friendly Association for regaining and preosrving 
peace with the Indians by pacific meaaures~aa noted under the 
discussion of the Indian work shone how hard the Friends worked 
I 
to keep war away from the colony. Their great effort to avert 
war in 1756 was their first undertaking. Their address to the 
Governor at that time, which was also something of a defence of 
the accusation that they were indifferent to the needs of the 
colony in that critical time, shows the depth of their sincerity 
They said, "We hope to demonstrate by our conduct that every ~ 
occasion of assisting and relieving the distressed and con-
tributing towards the obtaining of peace in a manner consistent 
with our peacable profession, will be cheerfully improved by ue, 
and even though a much larger part of our eat~t~s should be 
nece~sary than the h~avie~t ta~ea oi ~ar can be expec~ed to 
~~quire, we shall cheerfully, by voluntary presents, evidence 
our sincerity therein."(See Sharpless p. 25 Part II} Failing 
to avert wxx the declaration of war they then turned their 
energies to pacifying the Indiana aa noted in the chapter on 
the Indians. (See Sharpless Ptll p. 35) 
That fhere were a few Quakers even in this period who did 
not agree with their brethern in exclu1ing defensive warfare, is 
quite evident from the organization of such a body as the Free 
Quakers. But it ie sufficient to show here that the great body 
of the Society were at one on the question. 
The period of the Revolution was the time that tried 
the souls of the Quakers. Realizing the great injustice done 
the Colonies by the English Crown, yet not favoring war in any 
form, they were placed in a particularly trying position. They 
7. 
were the subject of suspicion by both sides, Not being willing 
to pay taxes for the support of the war, their property was con-
fiscated in many instances, ($68 000 from one Q. Mtg. in a· 
years) 8~6. 
A full ilnd careful analysis of the situation and ·of 
the action of the Friends particularly in Pennoylvania is found 
in A Quaker Ex. in Gov. by Isaac Sharpless, Book II, Chapt. 6, 
7,8,9. Iauac Sharpless computes that in Pennsylvania about 
800 were disowned for their activities either for or against 
the Revolution - about 400 on each side. By thevarioue minutes 
of advice to Friends, by the nu~ber of Minutes addrecsed to the 
Government by the Monthly Quarterly and Yearly Meetings it is· 
very evident that Friends maintained a very consistent attitude. 
They were non-combatants. Though their ranks were decimated by 
the "disownment" of unfaithful brethern, the testimony of the 
Society as awhole had been given without fear or equivocation, •• 
Some Friends were active in the cause of the Patriots, some 
were officers in General Washington's army, but the body of the 
Qua.kera stood consistently for their belief. The attitude of th 
Society ia well summed up in the account of a visit made by 
Warner Mifflin to President Washington. President Washington 
ren;cmberad Ur. Mifflin and said, "Will you now please tell me 
on what principle you were opposed to the Revolution?" "Yea 
Friend Washington; upon the principle thu.t I should be opposed 
to a change in the present government. All that was ever 
secured by revolution is not adequate compenoation for the poor 
~angled soldiers and for the loss of life and limb". "I honor 
your sentiments", replied the President, "for there ia more 
~Ha~PfP8 ~h13"~ flifry~nd has generally considered". (Quoted from 
8. 
The Friends were put to as severe test, or even a more severe 
one at the time of the Civil war, for here the humanitarian 
plea was foremost. 
. , 
Having freed their ovm slaves by 1787, 
having been active in fostering anti-slavery sentiment; having 
petitioned the national government at different times to abolish 
the trade, they were the prime movera in the anti-slavery move-
ment. They were radicals, and when the sentiment was taken up 
by others who did not possess the Quaker poise1 and wa~began to 
loom on the horizon, many of them began to consider if they had 
gone too far in their agitation. At that time, and still in 
many sections, Quakers are accused of bringing on the war and 
then leaving others to do the fighting. The Quakers never 
expected that the dispute should be settled by war. They had 
hopes of more peacable means. There is no record that the voice 
of the Society in any official capacity, in local Monthly, 
Quarterly or Yearly Meetings was ever raised in favor of the 
war. Aa in the Revolution a number of Friends did join the 
forces but in almost every case they were promptly disowned. In 
the light of succeeding years the slavery question was settled 
in the moat expensive (counting both men and mon~) way pooaible. 
To aay that Friends were directly responsible for the war is to 
impute to them something entir~l.y foreicn 'to tha1r intention. 
1815 marks the formation of the first Peace Society in 
tho world - The New York Peace Society. (See Report the Fifth 
Annual Peace Congress August 1893, Chicago Am3rican Peace Society 
p 48) The second society was the Ohio Peace Society and three 
weeks later the Ma3sachueetta Peace Society. Friends did not 
have any noticable part in these movementc at the beginning 
except in the Ohio Society for they were lar&ely the reoult of 
the cryotilization of sentiment on account of the war with 
, 
9. 
England in 1812. 
In England,William Allen 1in 1914 ,invited several to 
his house to consider the possibility of forming a Peace Society. 
Definite action was not taken however until on the first of 
June 1816 William Allen again called a meeting;and on the 14th 
of June 18161waa formed the Society for the Promotion of Perma-
nent and Universal Peace. This was not a movement among Friends 
alone, but the Friends ;vere the ones who too;-: the lead. This 
Society has been one of the most effective means for promoting 
Peace in the British Empire. William C. Braithwaite in an 
address before the Fifth Univ~rsal Peace Congress says of this 
Society, p. 58 "To the Friends and others who founde:i the 
Peace Society the time seemed to have come for bringing into 
the light of day the principles of Peace which had hitherto ~ 
suffered by ~ Christians to be upheld, almost alone among the 
churches, by the Society of Friends". The principle of this 
Socie~y was "That war is inconsistent with the spirit of Chris-
tianity and the true interest of mankind. 
"The Peace Association of Friends in America" was 
organized in 1869. Besides conserving and directing the work 
among Friends this organization still edits the "Messenger of 
Peace" which has a very large circulation. 
Of the important part which Friends have had in the 
move:;::n~.t Dr. Benjamin F. Trueblood quotes (From above refer. 
) p. 67) Dr. Uoah Wore ester' a stat em en t in an early nurilber of the 
Friends of Peace, that in "1815 there were one thouoand congregw 
tions of Friends in this country, each of which waa a genuine 
peace society". 
The Peace Department of the W.C.T.U. eotablished at 






Bailey, a Friend of Winthrop Center, Maine, and she still is in 
charge of this work. 
Besides the special work in the various Yearly Meetings 
as mention~d there is the Friends Peace Association of Philadel-
phi a. 
Dr. B. F. Trueblood states that Joseph Sturge and 
English Friends were largely responsible for furthering the idea 
of putting an arbitration clause in all commercial treat:ea, in 
England and the continent. 
English Friends were so opposed to the Crimean War 
that they sent a Jeputation to St. Petersburg, to visit the 
Czar. This mission met with little responRe however fmm the 
rulers were already in the heat of preparation. John Bright 
opposad this waYwi th all hie power, but r:aa O\rerruled. In 
subsequent years men saw that he w&s right. John Bright's 
position in regard to the question of war can be set forth in 
hi a own v;orde. In a speech at the Second Annual conference of 
the Peace Society, held in Edinburgh, 1853, he exprenced himself, 
"I believe that we shall see, and at no very 
very distant time, sound economic principles spread-
ing among the people; a senne of juotice growing up 
in a soil which hitherto has been deemed unfruitful; 
and which ~ill be better than all the churches in 
the United Kingdom; the Churches of Britian awak-
ening, as itrmere, from their slumbers, and girding 
up their loins to more glorious work; when they shall 
not only accept and believe in the prophecy, but 
labor earnestly for its fulfillment, and there shall 
come a time - a blessed time - a time which shall 
last forever - when "nation shall not lift up sword 
against nation, neither shall they learn war any 
more." · 
John Bright and his CoaJjutora did more to advance the 
peace cauee than had been done for centuries in all land.sbefore 
their time. (The American F1·ienda Peace Conference, Philadel-
;>hia, 1901, Addrens by Augustine Jones, p. 129). 
11. 
Thua far it has been the objec! to show the direct 
testimony of Friends for the cause of Peace as opposed to all 
war. It was clearly pointed out that from the beginning their 
principle was that all war was imcompatiable with the precepts 
of the Gospel of Christ. As a testimony to the depth of their 
conviction, and to show how thoroughly they carried it out~ 
attention was given to their course in the colonial, Revolu-
tion and Civil War periods, To claim that this position has bem 
and is of social vulue to the world, is still to differ with 
those who hold that some v;a::;s are righteous~ or holy wars, and 
that the world needs an occasional war to develop the heroic 
type of manhood, Such a ffian does not admit the value of such 
a position as the Friends have taken. The course is atill 
somewhat unpolular. a. Even Tolstoi putting in practice the 
principle of non-resistance is an object of pity. A Friend is 
still called unpatriotic, willing to live on the sucrificee and 
sufferings of others. 
The enlightened world ia coming to see that war never 
oettled a difficulty. It ia likewise coming to see that war 
develope the brute rather than the man. It ia coming to aee that 
reanon is to be the guiding principle. Today many people, out-
side of FTienda, are giving of time and money to bring about 
an era of Universal peace. With the establishing of the Inter-
national court at The Hague the first great step was taken for 
the Arbitration of all international disputes. We now have a 
Carntsie Peace Foundation, and Worlds Peace Foundation, founded 
by ':i'Jwin G1' nn 
.... '/ 'fhe American Pe<:>.ce Society with a aubo:cganiza-
tion which reaches into almost every otate in the Union. The 
wo£k has far outgrown the sllia~l Scci~ty wLich oo valiantly stood 
for the principle. ! t i a no long::l· co11fined to one en;all sect. 
Different denordna.tions;tJr,any ort;z.tr::izationa are wor}.ing 
12. 
zealously for· the cause. It ia not too ILUch to say that the. 
principle oo valiantly chawpioned by thia small Society owes m 
much of its prominence today to their effo::.:ts. Yet it ia not 
their principle, but was firat enjoyned by the Prince of Peace • 
• 
e ; g. 
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In considering the establishment of business meetings 
among Friends on Page we saw that the main object of the 
first meeting for business, among these Friends, was "to 
declare what necessities or wants are seen in their several 
meetings, that are to be considered on by Friends, and as 
necessity is seen so to minister." This has been a ·concern 
throughout the history of the Society. 
Poverty throughout the middle of the Seventeenth · 
Century was very prevelant, and the confiscation of church 
property under Henry VIII had taken away the source of much 
charity. The introduction of machinery at a little later period 
and the building up of export trade were some of the causes of 
the Economic Revolution. The position of most of the upper 
classes of America today is luxurious compared with the people 
of that day. The work of the care of the poor was at first con-
fined to the Friends themselves and those in unity with them. 
However, as we have pointed out, there was no stated membership 
until years later, so the point of exclusiveness cannot be 
pressed. 
The Friends had a peculiar interest in the poor, becaus• 
so many were deprived of their means of support through prosecu-
tion. But real advancement of this kind of work was in the 
nature of general relief for all poor. It was not done as a 
religious duty, or as a thought of laying up merit, but because 
it was the call of humanity - the poor were to be relieved where-
ever found. (Also see "Beginning of Quakerism", William c. 
Braithwaite, P. 312-313, for the copy of the "Oldest Church 
Advice on Christian Practise Made by any Body of Friends") In 
ill~&~itxaiamas~&agxel~fXianfts~kait=ataikmpamiRSRxi«xamsxxiXk; 
-5
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the general meeting of Friends held at Skipton on October 5th, 
1659, it was agreed that each particular meeting should care for 
its own poor and provide work for them, "That there may not be a 
beggar amongst us." 
George Fox, and other of the early Friends advocated 
the establishment of the work-house for the care of the poor and 
needy. 
The man who made the most advanced proposals for the 
care of the poor is John Bellers, 1654-1725. The value of the 
views presented by this man have been little recognized by 
Friends, but Karl Marx speaks of him as a phenomenen in political 
economy. John Bellers brought forth proposals for the employ-
ment of the poor. He brought the subject to the attention of the 
Yearly Meeting in 1697, and in 1699 it is stated that he "re-
newed his proposals to this Yearly Meeting about the education 
of Friends' children and the employment of poor among Friends. 
This meeting approved thereof." But Bellers went farther than 
this and proposed "An Essay for. Employing the Poor to Profit. 
Humbly Dedicated and Presented to the World's Congress of Great 
Britain in the Parliament assembled, London, 1723." In this he 
makes a proposal of a method for a profitable employment of 
the poor in colleges of industry. These proposals show him to 
have a clear idea of the economic conditions, and in them he 
anticipates by some two hundred years the Social Evolution. He 
says, "This method will appear the more necessary if we con-
aider that to increase our manufactures, without increasing our 
husbandry, we shall come to short allowance, as they do at sea 
when they set five or six men to four men's mess, by placing more 
men to table without putting any more food there." He showed by 




and husbandry, in due proportion to the~ wants of both, is the 
most certain way of employing them with advantage." He proposed 
to collect the poor who were out of employment in a "college of 
industry" and so care for them as to meet the needs of supply and 
demand. He advocated that must of the waste land be divided by 
writ of partition in proportion to every one's right. Again he 
aaya,"Lawa against maintaining of labor are as unreaaonable.aa 
to make a law that every laboring man should tie one hand behind 
him that t~ men might be employed in one man's work, which wo~ 
be to make the rich poor by doubling their charge, and the poor 
miserable for the same reason, whilst they would receive leas,·· 
or must pay double for what is useful for all their necessaries 
of life." The real worth of the poor he states in this way, ·ni 
often having thought of the misery of the poor of this nation, 
and at the same time have recommended them the treasures of it, 
the labor of the poor being the mines of the rich, and beyond all 
that Spain is master of; and many thoughts have run through me 
how then the poor should be such a burden and so miserable a nd 
how it might be prevented; whilst I think it is much more charity 
to put the poor in a way to live by honest labor than to maintain 
the idle, as it would be to set a man's broken leg that he might 
go himself rather than always to carry him." "It is the interest 
of the rich to take care of the poor, and their education by 
which they will take care of their own heirs". (To the Children 
of Light, In Scorn called "Quakers" by John Bellers) 
~There are three things I am at; "first, profit for the 
rich; secondly, a plentiful living for the poor without difficul~ 
thirdly, a good education for youth, that we may continue to pre-
pare their souls unto the end of good ground". (To the Children 
of Light, In Scorn called "Quakers", by John Bellars). 
4. 
"This college fellowship will make labor, and not 
money, the standard to value all Necessaries by.n 
This college of industry which he proposed was not 
communistic; the profit was to be for the founders, which might 
be divided, "first,. among the founders; secondly, in providing 
for more people in the college which is best profitable; thirdly, 
in buying and improving land; fourthly, in building; fifthly, 
in fetching foreign commodities; sixth, in selling for money 
which would be least use in the college." He states as some 
of the advantages the poor collegians will have, "that from 
being poor, they will be made rich, by enjoying the things need-
ful in health or weakness, single or married, wife and children; 
and if parents die their children will be educated and preserved 
from misery, and their marrying encouraged, which is now 
generally discouraged." (Proposals for raising a College of 
Industry- 1695). 
These proposals of Bellers were never carried out, 
though they were commended by the prominent Friends of his day. 
However, they served a very useful purpose in the agitation and 
discussion which they caused, and no doubt were responsible for 
the inspiration of others. 
In 1696 Friends at Bristol established a Workhouse for 
the poor weavers who were out of work. 
On 1701 London Quarterly Meeting found one hundred and 
eighty-four (184) aged poor among Friends, and forty-seven (47) 
children fit for employment. They raised nineteen hundred pounds 
~ 
and established a Workhouse in Clerkenwell~industry and educa-
tion were to be combined. It was proposed that "spinning of 
wool, winding of silk, and spinning of cotton may be sorts of 
work proper to begin with all". An able school master was to be 
5. 
employed also. This school was kept up for over a century with 
varying success. The industrial work was finally dropped and 
the school developed. It was named "Croyden" (1825) and is 
today the splended "Saffron Walden Boarding School" (1879) 
• 
(Saffron Walden School Sketch of 200 Years - James Backhouse 
Crossfield). 
A later philanthropost, William Allen, 1770-1843, was 
much more successful than John Bellers in putting his ideas into 
practise. William Allen was leoturer.on chemistry at Guy's Hos-
pital, London, one of the founders of the Pharmaceutical Society 
. 
and an intimate friend of Wilberforce and Clarkson. He is the 
beet example of philanthropoc work in what might be termed the 
middle ages of the Society. When famine came among the weavers 
of Spitalfield, he with forty other Friends started a soup 
kitchen, where soup was sold for two cents per quart. He became 
one of the principal shareholders in the mills started by 
Robert Owen; also be greatly assisted Owen in founding a system 
of education among the mill employees, establishing pleasure 
resorts and abolishing child labor, particularly in the new 
Lanark Mills. In this he, with Robert Owen anticipated much 
of the so-called Social Work being introduced 'by employers today, 
recreation, reading rooms, etc. He became responsible with one 
other for the financial backing of Joseph Lancaster who did so 
much in this period for the education of the poor children in 
London. He was also responsible .for much of the enlargement of 
this work and of carrying on the Bible Society. 
When laborers were being greatly oppressed by the 
manufacturers and merchants, he started a "Back To The Land" 
movement where each laborer could have his own home and an acre 




Philanthropist" - in which were discussed and proposed many 
measures which we today hold as modern. 
There is no work which has been done by Friends, that 
has been of so much sefvice to the poor as the Adult School 
Movement in England. William Tallack in "Howard Letters and Mem-
ories" p. 253, says "perhaps one of the most instructive and 
successful experiments made of late years, to enlist the co-
operation of the poorer classes for their own social and religiou~ 
elevation, is the "Adult School Movement" instituted mainly by 
the Society of Friends". 
1
' It has exercised a remarkable influence upon .;gg'i'&ae O'f 
thousands of persons, many of whom were previously indifferent · 
to x«itgimmx religion, or hostile to it, and more than a few 
were drunkards and living in squalor and degradation •••••••• 
many of them have thus been raised from misery to competence 
and comfort; and some of them have been enabled to fill with 
credit, positions in the magistracy and in municipal offices of 
I I 
various kinds. 
Long before Mr. Charles Booth made his suggestions (how 
can you help us) the Friends had been acting on it , 
The Movement is not directly the work of Friends,for 
in reality, it is one of those movements which originated after 
the introduction of Bible Schools by Robert Raikes. The Adult 
School originated in Nottingham in 1798 through the efforts of 
• William Singleton, A Methodist
1
of what was called then the New 
Connexion. It was opened for the purpose of Bible reading "and 
for instructing those who desired to gain a knowledge of writing 
and arithmetic". The Chief burden of the work soon fell upon 
Samuel Fox, a Friend. Similar schools were established in 1816 
in York and Leeds. The Real Movement as it is knovm today 
p-····· '-, ..... 
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gowever, began in 1845 in Birmingham. A Friend, Joseph Sturge, 
having seen the work in Notingham, desired to do something for 
the "unwashed Laziness lounging in narrow streets". Other center 8 
of Friends rapidly established schools similar to those at Bir-
mingham. Adults soon crowded out the younger ones in many places 
and in 1873 it became an Adult School movement, the Adult section 
being the largest. The difference between the work done.by · 
Friends and other bodies who were engaged in Sunday School work. 
was th~ Friends broadened their work beyond the mere teaching 
of the Bible and adapted it to t~e needs of older people. By 
1870 the total membership was 8000. In the year 1890 much 
broader work was undertaken. Social clubs were formed, saving's 
banks introduced, benevolent funds established, reading and 
recreation rooms were established, strong Temperance societies: 
were formed and a number of Public houses were turned into work-
ingmen's clubs. Other bodies started similar schools and having 
such a common interest Friends felt it would further the work to 
make it an independent and self-governing body. In 1899 this 
was a9complished with Dr. George Newman as honorary Secretary. 
The report for 1909 showed 1818 schools with a membership of · 
113,789. 
The movement has now grown into a self-supporting and 
independent organization, owing allegiance to no sect or party, 
but it would be ungenerous not to recognize the debt which it 
owes to its long connection with the Society of Friends. From 
their association with Quakerism, Adult Schools have gained many 
""""" of their d~stinctive principles, not least of which are their 
faith in the inward witnesa1truth, and their freedom from the 
priestly and professional religious elements. To the same source 
they also owe much of their sturdiness and vigor. While no 
• 
a. 
longer under the control of the Friends• First-Day School 
Association,ane half of the National Council are members of the 
Society of Friends. (The Adult School Movement by Edgar F. 
Hobley and Thomas w. Mercer, Headley Brothers, London. p. 17) • 
The work was never used to gain adherente to the Friends Meetings; 
in fact, it is very noticable that Friends have discouraged this 
aspect of it. The.meetings of the men are held at such an hour 
{from 5 to 8:30 A.M. on Sundays) that the men could go to any churci1 
later. It has been and still is, conducted for the social and 
spiritual benefit of the working people. There has been no 
movement in the last century in England which has meant so much 
to the workingman - socially, morally, intellectually and spirit-
ually as the Adult School. 
To tapulate the work of Friends for the poor is impossi-
ble. It is something that has been very prominent with them in 
all the years of their history. the principles of the Society 
admit of no distinction between rich or poor. George FOx Said: 
"O, earthly minded men give over oppressingthe 
poor. Exalt not yourself above your fellow 
creatures, for ye are all of one mold and blood." 
The earliest Minute Book of Yorkshire Quarterly Meeting contain-
ed· this inquiry: 
"Do you take care of the poor that nothing be .' 
lacking in your meeting?" 
Part of Query 8 in the present discipline of Friends reads: 
"Are the necessities of the poor and those likely 
to require aid inspected and relieved?" 
Prisons. 
The Friends had their knowledge of prisons firsthand. 
At one- time it is estimated that there were over one thousand 
Friends in various prisons. Several thousand of them suffered 
longer or sho~ter periods of confinement, and we find George Fox 
and the early Friends pleading for better treatment of all prison-
ers. The goals and prisons of that day were filthy 1 vermin 
breeding places. No attempt was made toward the reformation of 
offenders. Abuses of all kinds were on every hand. 
The actual participation in prison reform however, 
did not begin until several years after the rise of the Society. 
Further than a protest against inhuman treatment 1 the earlier 
years give no record • 
. 
, The f+rst work among the· Quakers looking toward reform 
was proposed by John Bellers (1654-1725). In a pham)let "To 
the Children of Light in Scorn called Quakers" (in Devonshire 
House London) he urged Friends to give earnest thought and con-
sideration to the condition of the prison and prisoners. As with 
the other of John Bellers proposals no change was produced by 
him for he was a half century ahead of his time. But his efforts 
had some effect in arousing consideration of the problem. In 
~ the Dictionary of National Biography it is stated of him, ~is 
labors anticipated to some extent that of John Howard. He 
advocated reform, but also a~vocated the theory that before much 
~ could be done the prisoners should be treated with "baked legs 
and shin of beef and ox-cheeks" so that they would be more ready 
to respond. He urged Friends to visit the prisons, relieve those 
who were in want, and that there be endeavors to help them to 
some work suitable to everyones capacity and ability. This was 
to be done for their own profit in order that prisoners might be 
a. 
led to an industrious way of living when they shall be set at 
liberty. 
John Howard, to whom the greatest credit is due for 
pr~son reform, acknowledges his gr~at indebtedness to a Friend 
'·\ · Dr. John Fothergill. He valued Dr. Fothergill's advice· on 
hygene and on prison arrangements so highly that he refused to 
act as a supervisor of the new penitentary unless Dr. Fother-
gill was associated with him in the work. On the Doctor's death 
Howard retired from the appointment. (Social Service; Its 
place in the Society of Friends, Joshua Rowntree Headley Brothers 
London 1913, p. 80.) 
Friends had begun to respond to the needs of the 
prisoners by the beginning of the 18th Century, but the great 
work was undertaken by· Elizabeth Fry, who shares with John 
.. 
Howard the credit for Prison Reform. She was born in 1780. In 
the year 1813 Stephen Grellet and William Fo~ter, both Friends, 
who has been interested in prison conditions for some time, found 
it very difficult to gain entrance to the female wards at New-
gate. The misery and_degredation which met them there was so 
appaling that they went at once to their Friend Elizabeth Fry 
to see if something could be done. She in company with a 
sister of Sir Thomas Fewell Buxton's made a visit to Newgate and 
Elizabeth Fry 1 s life work was begun. The conditions of the 
inmates may be imagined as we know that the keepers after failing 
• to persuade the women from entering the wards, trained a cannon 
on that section of the prison to quell any disturbance which 
might arise. Her success was phenomenal. In 1817 she entered 
upon the work in earnest. She appealed to the Mothers to pro-
i!Q~ their children from the vices of the prison. she estab-
ed a school for the children and lattsx later the school 
was enlarged for the older ones. she established sewing 
classes, divided the inmates into groups of about a dozen and 
apppinted Monitors over them. The Magistrates were favorable 
to the experiment but said "it was in vain to expect that such 
untrained and turbulent spirits would submit to the regulations 
of a woman, armed with no legal authority, and unable to inflict 
any punishment.n But she did succeed. She introduced a 
school, suitable employment, secured the separation of the men 
and women1and had a woman Matron appointed. 
Her efforts were not confined to the inside of the 
prison walls. It was customary to deport prisoners to the 
~ 
colonies convict ships. The evils attendant upon such a course 
early engaged her attention. Sufficient clothes were not pro-
vided for the prisoners; no attempt was made to have separate 
'uarters for the men and women; no matron was on board; the 
prisoners had nothing to do enroute; there was no religious in-. 
struction. By her efforts she remedied these conditions. She 
visited with one exception every transport which sailed from 
England between the year 1818 until her last illness in 1841. 
Though her work at Newgate is best known, yet she had 
a much larger influence on the work of reform. She visited Scot-
land and etudie~ the prisons there. She made a tour . of north-
ern England and Ireland for the same purpose. In 183? she made 
her first visit to France. She then visited the prisons in 
e several countries and gathered data. 
All this time she was busy answering many letters of 
inquiry, making proposals toward the· bettering of conditions in 
the prisons in many places. Her pa~ticular object was the 
female prisoners. She was called before the Committee of the 
House of Commons in 1832, then appointed to investigate the oon-
4. 
ditions, and urged that suitable employment be given the women, 
that they be separated from the men 1 that instruction be given, 
and that a Matron and female officers should be appointed. 
"Through Prison Bars", R. H. Render, Fleming B. Revell Co. N.Y. 
Elizabeth Fry's influence was very great also because 
of her connections. Her brother-in-law was Sir Thomas Fowell 
Buxton who always supported her efforts and worked untiringly 
for the cause in Parliment. TFowell Buxton's mother was a Friend 
and he was very early thrown with the Gurney family and later 
married one of the daughters. His father-in-law Joseph John 
Gurney was a souroe of inspiration to him in his philanthropic 
work. In 1815 at the suggestion of Joseph John Gurney, Buxton 
founded the "Society for Improvement of Prison Discipline and 
Reform of Juvenile Offenders". Elizabeth Fry was largely respon-
sible for the formation of the Ladies Prison Association in 1813. 
Through her many of the wealthy.Friends became interested in the 
work and she was assisted with time and money. 
~ Because it was an appeal to minister the needs of· 
humanity, Friends in succeeding years have joined with all 
efforts for prisoners. There has been no concerned action by 
the Society but Friends in general have given their support to 
the work. In more recent years individual efforts have not been 
relaxed. The work of Sarah Smith in the Indiana Penitentiary, 
where she was matron for many years must not be overlooked. She 
~ was one ~ the band of noble women who demonstrated that to 
teeat criminals kindly andas human beings should be treated was 
, 
not only humane, but eminently the wise thing to do for their 
reformation. James Wood, Mt. Kisco~, N. y. has for over 16 years 
been chairman of the Board of managers of the New York State 
reformatory for Women, called the Bedford Reformatory. To his 
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wise guidance, and insietanoe upon humanemehtode, the Institute 
has become a model for other Institutions of a similar mature. 
Timothy Nicholson, Richmond, Ind. has for a number of years been 
foremost among Frienda~aa a leader in the movement. He has 
~ served as President of the Indiana State Board Charities and 
as President of the National Prison-Association. Joshua 
,. 
L. Bailey of Philadelphia has been the leader of the movement 




In order to properly set forth the movement as a 
whole for the abolition of slavery, the following data are 
arranged chronologically. The Anti-slavery sentiment crystal-
ized in some coroorunities much earlier than in others. Some of 
the Yearly Meetings advanced more rapidly than others, but in 
order to get an adequate view of the movement of the whole, the 
Society will be considered as a unit. 
1657 - George Fox interested himself about the con-
dition of the negroes in the West Indies, for we find in 1657 
he addressed a letter "To Friends beyond sea that have blaok and 
Indian slaves." The theme of this communication was, that 
humantarian ideas should prevail in the treatment of the slaves, 
rather than a proposition for their freedom, But this gives us 
the key to the entire movement among the Friends. It was a 
humantarian and a religious movement. Fox reiterated this 
thought on several occasions. 
1671 - We have a record of the public discourse of 
George Fox on the Island of Barbadoes, in which he says: 
"Let me tell you it will doubtless be very 
acceptable to the Lord, if so be that masters 
of families here would deal so with their 
servants, the negroes and blacks whom they 
have bought with their money, to let them 
go free after they have served faithfully a 
considerable term of years, be it thirty years 
after, more or lese, and when they go and are 
made free, let them not go away empty handed." 
In common with other people of their times Friends held slaves, 
not only ne·groes but Indians as well, and there are records 
later that indicate that even white people were owned as slaves 
among them. Considering that as yet there was little conscience 
on the matter these words are all the more remarkable. 
1675 - William Edmundson revisited the Barbadoes and 
spoke strongly against the unjust treatment of slaves. 
a. 
John G. Whittier classes the remonstrance issued by 
William Edmundson on the subject of slave holding, to the 
Friends of Maryland, Va., as one of the first emphatic and 
decided testimonies on record against slavery~as incompatible 
with Christianity/if we except the Papal Bulls of Urban and Leo 
the lOth. 
1688 - A company of German Quakers, formerly Mennonites 
from Crieshein living at Germantown, Pa, issued the first 
. ,, 
written protest against slavery To the Quarterly Meeting, to be 
held at Richard Morrell 1s ye 30-2 mo., 1688. These are ye 
reasons why we are against the traffic of manbody, as followeth:, 
~Is there any that would be done or handled in this manner? viz; 
to be sold or made a slave for all the time of one 1 s life, etc." 
This memorial was forwarded to the Quarterly Meeting and later 
to the Yearly Meeting and was signed by; 
Garret Herrick 
derick up de graeff 
Francia daniell Pastorius 
Abraham up Den graeff 
No action was taken by the Quarterly or Yearly Meeting. 
1693 - The next protest of note came from the so-
called Keithian body. This was a very definite protest and they 
advised that negroes should not be bought except to free them. 
1696 - We find the first official action of Philadel-
phia Yearly Meeting; they advised against "bringing in of any 
more negroes." 
17~1 - Sentiment was eo far advanced that William 
Penn freed his slaves. 
1711 - We find recorded that some Friends in New 
England Yearly Meeting had a conscience concerning the treatment 
of slaves. (See R.M.J. Quakers, p. 156) and in the same year we 
find that Philadelphia Yearly Meeting advised again against the 
importation of slaves. 
1712 - William Southeby, Philadelphia, a Friend, 
petitioned the Legislature to abolish slavery; this petition was 
refused, but the prohibitive duty of 120L per he~d was placed 
upon the importation of slaves and although this was afterwards 
repealed it had its effect. 
11li - The epistle of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting to 
London states the wish that Friends "were less conce·rned in 
buying or selling slaves" but the sentiment did not seem to be 
very strong on either continent. 
1715-16 - Cheater Quarterly Meeting brought up the . 
question again to the Yearly Meeting, but, as formerly, no 
definite action was taken. The traffic was condemned and Friends 
were given advice as to their future conduct; but we read in the 
Yearly Meeting Epistle,-"Yet this is only caution and not censure6 
1716 - We find in the Monthly Meeting Recorda of 
Dartmouth and Nantucket, Mass. a minute that it is "not agreeable 
to Friend$tO purchase slaves and keep them during their term of 
life." 
!1!1 - New England Yearly Meeting adopted a minute dis-
couraging the importation of slaves among Friends. 
~ - Virginia Yearly Meeting asked the query; "Are 
all Friends clear of being concerned in the importation of 
slaves, or purchasing them for sale?" (See R.M.Jones, p.324 
Note a). 
1727 - New England Yearly Meeting censured again the 
practice of importing the slaves; and in the same year London 
Yearly Meeting advised that the "importing of negroes from their 
native countries and relatione, by Friends, is not allowable or 
a commendable practice." 
4. 
l ~ - Chester Quarterly Meeting, Pennsylvania, again 
petitioned the Yearly Meeting for action, and Philadelphia 
Yearly Meeting made the importation of slaves a disownable offenc 6 
1743 - In this year began the systematic strengthen-
ing of the query and investigation into the affairs of Friends. 
Active measures were taken at this time, and the years following, 
to see that the Friends were clear of the handling of negroes. 
1754 - Marks the publication of John Woolman's pamphlet 
"Consideration on Keeping of Negroes." This is one of the epoch 
making influences in the Anti-Slavery Movement, for, from this 
time John Woolman, along with others, became a leader in the 
movement. The prohibitions against importing, buying or selling 
of negroes are reiterated very strongly in this year. 
1758 - Friends in New England were prohibited from 
engaging in or countenancing the foreign slave trade; ev~dently 
c. 
this rule was not strictly enfor;ted. (See R.M.Jonee, 396.) 
At this time must be mentioned also the tremendous 
influence of two men, John Woolman and Anthony Benezet. These 
men largely determined the concensus of opinion of the Friends 
of America, and they deserve great credit for their part in the 
Anti-Slavery Movement. They amd some others were so convinced 
of the wrong of slavery that they would not partake of anything 
that was produced by slave labor. Anthony Benezet was one of the 
foremost citizens of Philadelphia, and hie influence was un-
measured. John Woolman, aroused to the evils of the Slave trade, 
travelled far and wide working for their freedom. 
1758 - This year marks the strengthening of the Anti-
Slavery opinion throughout the Society. The Epistle from London 
Yearly Meeting of this year strongly condemned the traffic. The 
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thing of greatest importance to date happened in Philadelphia 
Yearly Meeting this year. Friends seemed to feel in coming 
to this Yearly Meeting that the question must be decided. 
John Woolman was present at this Yearly Meeting, and he says; 
"My mind was frequently clothed with inward 
prayer; the cause of slave-keeping lay heavily 
upon me, nor did I find any engagement to speak 
on any other matter before the Meeting." 
But there was opposition to the Meeting taking any decided 
action against slavery, There was no feeling of justification 
for the system, but they seemed to hesitate to take steps that 
would be so disastrous to many of their members and postponement 
was proposed. John Woolman arose to the occasion. Among other 
things he said: 
"Many slaves on· this continent are oppressed 
and their cries have entered into the ears of 
the moat High; such are the purity and certainty 
of his judgments, that he cannot be partial in our 
favor. In infinite love and goodness he left open 
our understanding from one time to another con-
cerning our duty toward these people; and it is 
not a time for delay. Should we now be sensible of 
what He now requires of us, through a respect of 
the private interest of some person, or through 
a regard to some friendship wgich does not stand 
upon a commutable foundation, and neglect to do 
our duty in firmness and constancy, still waiting 
for extraordinary means to bring about their de-
liverance? God may do terrible things in right-
eousness to answer us in this matter" (Journal -
John Woolman- 119, 120}. 
Other Friends made earnest exhortation at the same time and the 
result was a Minute by,the Yearly Meeting "to set them (slaves} 
at liberty, making an extended provision for them". John Wool-
man, John Scarborough, Daniel Stanton and John Sykes, were 
appointed to visit all those who held slaves and advise with 
them as to the proper way to dispose of them. This duty was 
faithfully performed, The extent of the undertaking may be 
more clearly understood when we find that in one Quarterly Meet-
ing it is estimated that there were eleven hundred (11~0) slaves 
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held by Friends. From this time on there is practically no 
question about the duty of Friends in this matter. A thing 
also which shows their spirit, though previously advocated 
in Philadelphia Yearly Meeting and other Meetings, was the 
direct injunction for Friends to make Christian provision for 
the slaves which were liberated. 
From this time until 1772 we find in the Southern 
Colonies, particularly of Maryland, Virginia and carolina, many 
Minutes in regard to the traffic. The stand for the abolition 
of the traffic taken by London Yearly Meeting was very quickly 
transmitted tonthe other Yearly Meetings, and similar action 
resulted. 
1760- John Woolman visited New England Yearly Meeting 
and as a result of his earnest agitation of the question, the 
Yearly Meeting passed the Minute - "We fervently warn all in 
profession with us that they carefully avoid in any way being 
concerned in reaping the unrighteous pr~fits of that iniquitous 
practice of dealing in negroes. We can do no less, than with 
the greatest earnestness impress it upon Friends everywhere, that 
they endeavor to keep their hands clear of this unrighteous gain 
of oppression." (Quoted from Jones Q. in A. Col. p. 162) 
In the following two years John Woolman visited New 
York Yearly Meeting. The progress of the movement then was 
very rapid. 
We find that by 1766 Virginia Yearly Meeting disciplin-
ed members for purchasing slaves, and in 1768 they prohibited 
members from purchasing more slaves. 
By 1769 New England Yearly Meeting appointed a committee 
to visit all the members, which virtually means that they were. 
to give them up or be disowned. 
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1771 - New York Yearly Meeting prohibited slave 
trading and appointed a committee to visit the slave holders 
among them, to induce them to relinquish their claims. 
1772 - We find that North Carolina, Maryland, Virginia 
and New England Yearly Meeting took drastic action. 
~ ~ New England Yearly Meeting disowned Stephen 
Hopkins, Governor of the Rhode Island Colony for nine annual 
terms 1because he persisted in holding one slave woman. It is 
interesting to note that Stephen Hopkins was the author of the 
Act of the Rhode Island L!lgislature in 1774 by which the en-
slaving of negroes was prohibited (See R.M.Jones Q in A.c. 
page 164 - 165) 
In the same year Virginia Yearly Meeting recommended 
immediate freedom of all negro women eightesn years of age and 
over, and all men twenty-one· years of age. 
1774 - New England Yearly Meeting appointed a committee 
of six men "to use their influence at the general assembly of 
the Colony of Rhode Island or with the members thereof, that' 
such laws might be made as will tend to the abolition of slavery 
and to get such laws repealed as in any way encourages them. 
In this year (1774) Philadelphia Yearly Meeting 
passed a Minute stating that those unwilling to free their 
slaves should be dealt with. 
1776 - North Carolina disowned those holding slaves. 
; New Y~ Yearly Meeting made it a disownable offence to buy, 
hold or sell slaves under any condition. Philadelphia Yearly 
Meeting directed the subordinate meetings to deny the right 
of membership to such as persisted in holding their fellowmen 
as property (A Minute of 1784 states that only one slave was held 
in Philadelphia Yearly Meeting. 
a. 
1777 -Baltimore directed disownment of all slave 
holders. 
It is necessary to state at this time that 1 while the 
action of the Yearly Meetings was very drastic, a few slaves 
were still held, on account of some legal complications which 
could not be righted, or because the husband or the wife of a 
Friend who was not a member would not agree to the freeing of 
the slaves; but these causes were very few. _ 
-1780- No slaves were held by Philadelphia Yearly 
Meeting which could be freed. 
1782 - New England states that no slaves are known to 
be held by members of the Society. 
1784 - Virginia Yearly Meeting directed the disown-
ment of all slave holding members. 
~ - Begins a still brighter chapter of the Move-
ment among the Friends. In this year Philadelphia Yearly Meet-
ing expressed a concern that the slaves should have some com-
pensation from their former masters. The slave holders not 
being content with giving the slaves their freedom fel~1in the 
various yearly meetings1that Friends should be concerned not 
only in the education bf the negro 1 but also that some compensa-
tion was due the negro for services rendered while they were 
slaves. Committees were appointed in differnnt Yearly Meetings 
to act as a sort of court of arbitration in determining the 
just amount due the individual negroes. It is a credit to the 
Society that each oase,so far as possible, was dealt with 
separately and a just reward given. 
1787 - New England Yearly Meeting was the last of the 
Yearly Meetings to abolish slavery, for we find from the Minute 
of 1787 that there was some slaves still held. 




Friends were concerned not only in the welfare of the negro, 
butwere concerned also that the Nation be free from the curse, 
for though slavery was abolished among Friends eighty years 
before the Emancipation of the slave in America, they did not 
cease to advocate the cause. The efforts were kept up on both 
sides of the Atlantic. 
1784- New York yearly Meeting petitioned the Legis-
lature to abolish slavery. We find that a memorial was pre-
sented to the First Assembly of the United Stated in 1790 
strongly protesting against slavery, by Philadelphia Friends. 
The Epistle of 1791 reveals the feeling among English 
Friends "The slow progress in this country of the cause of 
these our fellowmen, we lament but we do not dispair of its 
success; and we desire that Friends may never suffer the cause 
to cool in their minds through the delay which the opposition 
of interested men hath occasioned, in the work of justice and 
mercy; but rather be animated to consider, that the longer 
the opposition remains, the more aa«•••~ necessity there is 
on the side of righteousness and benevolence, for steady 
perseverance." 
1798 - Meeting for Suffering of London Yearly Meeting 
sent its third petition to the Legislature against Slavery. 
1805 - 06 - in the printed Epistles of London Yearly 
Meeting appeal is ~de again for the cause. 
tt 1811 - Friends in Maryland and Carolina petitioned t 
their respective legislatures for the freedom of the negro. 
1812 - The Printed Epistle of London Yearly Meeting 
reads "not to forget that slavery still exists within the 
British imixa Empire." 
1817 or 1818- Ohio Friends petitioned the National 
~------------------------~~~========~==~~~~~~~-------------
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Government to abolish Slavery. 
1827 - Friends had quite a share in passing the law 
in New York State a?olishing slavery. · 
1828 - London Yearly Meeting petitioned the Legisla-
1 ture against slavery in the British Colonies. 
(Special reference to Slavery is made to the Printed 
Epistles of London Yearly Meeting, besides those-already 
mentioned, in 1748, 1758, 1761, 1768~ 1772. 1777. 1785.· 1790, 
1791, 1795.) 
Friends became very active in the formation of 
abolition societies in New England, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, and virginia. Friends were active in the New England 
SUtltl~atnl Anti-slavery society formed in 1852, which was 
the first society of this aort. (Mass. Anti Slavery Society) 
This same society called an Anti-slavery conventi~n which met 
at Philadelphia December 3, 1853. It is interesting to note 
that John Greenleaf Whittier was one of the secretaries of 
this meeting; and Lucretia Mott, a woman Friend, though she 
did not register as a delegate, took part in the proceedings 
of this Convention. 
Benjamin Lundy's (born 1789) direct influence upon 
the cause was far greater than either Woolman or Benezet. 
1864 says; 
Horace Greeley "The American Conflictn (p.lll) 
Benjamin Lundy deserves the high honor of 
ranking as a p ~neer of the direct and distinct 
Anti-slavery Movement in America. Many who lived 
before and contemporary with him were abolition-
ists; but he was the first of our countrymen who 
devoted his life and all his powers exclusively to 
the cause of the slave.• 
Without stopping to discuss his character and the 
various undertakings of his life, it is sufficient to point out 
that his greatest contribution to the Anti-Slavery cause was 
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-his meeting with William Loyd Garrison. Benjamin Lundy had 
traveled thousands of miles and delivered lectures wherever he 
could get a hearing. In the evolution of the work he became 
the editor of an Anti-Slavery paper called, - "The Genius of. 
Universal Emancipation." This was one of the first Anti-
Slavery papers published. (Benjamin Lundy had been preceded 
in this work by a Friend, Charles Osborne, who edited the 
first Anti-Slavery paper in 1817. It was through the influence 
of Charles Osborne that Lundy undertook to edit the "Genius of 
Universal Emancipation.") Hie headquarters for a time were at 
Philadelphia and at the time when William Loyd Garrison began 
publishing "The Emancipator" he removed to Washington; but 
muoh of his editorial work was done on the road. He would hire 
a printer in the community where he was then staying to print 
the paper for him, and then would mail it in the nearest office 
as he went on his journey. In the course of his travels he 
came to Boston and gave a talk before a small gathering of 
interested people. One of the company was the young man William 
Lloyd Garrison. Mr. Garrison had been working in the Temper-
ance cause, and other social work, but he seems never to have 
been stirred on the slavery question until this day. It 
seemed to be a meeting of like spirits. Benjamin Lundy went on 
a lecturing trip through New Hampshire and Vermont and came back 
by way of Boston and met with Mr. Barrison again. It was direc~ 
ly due to Benjamin Lundy's influence that William Lloyd Garrison 
was inopired to take up the cause of the slave. 
At the formation of the Philadelphia Female Anti-
Slavery Society, which continued from 1833 to 1839 and then 
became identified with the American Anti-Slavery Society, Friends 
took the moat prominent part. Lucretia Matt was president of 
this Society for moat of its existance. 
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At the "First Public Meeting of the Society for 
the Extinction of the Slave Trade" held in Exeter Hall, London 
June let, 1840, with Sir Thomas Fowell Buxton, chairman, we 
find such Friends as William Allen, Robert Barclay, Jr., Samuel 
t Gurney, and Thomas Sturge among the leaders of the movement. 
The account of the Movement among Friends would be in-
complete without some mention being made of the life and work 
of John Greenleaf Whittier. His "Voices of Freedom" must be 
placed alongside the best of the efforts that were put forth 
by other people. Though ~mmx born in very poor circumstances, 
and with others of his family dependent upon him, he gave up 
political ambition, remunerative literary work and for years 
devoted himself exclusively to the cause of the slave. Prose-
cuted, stones, reviled, he went forward unflinchingly;and 
America is greatly indebted to him for his work for the slave. 
Preceding and during the Civil war times, the Friends 
stood faithfully by their convictions. Practically every Friends 
Community became what is known as a station of the Underground 
Railway. Aid was given the negroes in every way. Quakers 
dresses, bonnets and veils were used to disguise the people of 
color~. Though indirectly their agitation was partly the cause 
of the war, yet Friends worked carefully to avoid the shedding 
of blood in the interest of the slave; they felt that another 
way could be found. 
The work among the negroes continues today. The 
Friends faithfully maintain schools in Philadelphia and New York 
for their education; Friends give liberally as individuals to 
the support of Tuskegee Institute and their schools in the 
South, and maintain quite a large School in Arkansas. 
Temperance. 
Intemperance as a vice has been condemned in all ages 
of civilization. Effective work had been done in England several 
centuries before the rise of the Quakers, such as the curfew 
c.. . 
law in London 1285, but in the 17th drunkedness had assumed 
1\ 
such mammoth proportions that it was one of the worst of vice. 
~e reaction began w!th the religious awakening. With all the 
reformers of the 17th century it was a moral question. The 
Friends, Methodists and Dunkards were quite effective in these 
earlier days in arousing sentiment and setting the standards of 
abstinence against the evil. 
It was the levity in a Tavern (Journal page 68) which 
drove Fox out upon his quest for that which would satisfy his 
condition. While he and his followers did not abstain from spi%~ 
itous drinks, yet they felt and preached the necessity for 
temperance. Early records show that liquor was provided for the 
entertainment of Friends at this date as well as later. The 
significant thing is that they had such a conscience against the 
great evil. 
As early as 1658 we find an address by George Fox, "To 
the Protector and his Council the Parliment" (Printed for Giles 
Calvert, 1658) advising that "only reliable, God-fearing people 
should be permitted to conduct the brewing and licensing business" 
Again in 1659 "To the Parliment of the Commonwealth of England" 
printed for Thomas Simmons. 
e urge~ that drunkedness should cause a man to be 
put out of office. 
The Yearly Meeting Epistle of London Y. M. 1691 con-
tains a strong recommendation for moderation. In fact from 
1673 on the minutes of various Monthly and Quarterly Meetings 
contain definite advice upon the subject. 
L 
2. 
While on a religious vioit to the Rhode Island Colony 
in 1872 George Fox proposed a law to the legislature of the 
Colony against drunka~ness and against those that sell liquors 
and make people drunk. 
In the original draft of the "Magna Charta" for the 
Pennsylvania Colony, Penn wrote "There shall no sort of licenses 
or beer-houses be allowed" Though this was modified by order 
of the Crown, severe restrictions were placed upon the granting 
of licensee and the conducting of license-houses in the colony. 
Penn•s maxim, "The smaller the drink the clearer the head and 
the cooler the blood" is well known. 
In 1679 Pbiladelphia Yearly Meeting by minute ques-
tioned the sale of liquor to the Indians. 
In 168? Philadelphia Yearly Meeting issued a 
minute forbidding the sale of liquor to the Indians by any· 
Friends. 
In 1?04 we find the minute of advice in the recorda 
of Virginia Yearly Meeting, viz:-that Friends "do keep out of 
unnecessary provlding of strong drink, and do keep in Christian 
moderation at times of births, burials or marriages." But it 
was not until 1?82 that Virginia Yearly Meeting Forbad the dis-
tillation of liquor by its members. (See Quakers in American 
Colonies, R.M.Jones 1 p.3ll) 
The agitation among Maryland Friends dates from about 
1705 and led to a temperance law forbidding the sale of liquot 
within certain distances of two of their principal meeting houses 
(See Jones p. 311) 
~ 1777 was the great turning point for the Temperance 
movement in Philadelphia Yearly Meeting. In that year the 
Yearly Meeting advised that Friends "should not encourage the 
/. 
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distillation of spirits from grain by selling their grain for 
that purpose, o~sing the product; and advising that Friends a 
should not keep taverna." 
It is interesting to note also that the first temper-
t ance association in America was formed at Clark's Corner, 
JT· '1· 
Maureau, Fburth month 1808. It consisted of four members, one 
of whom was a Friend. 
In 1874 the minute of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting was 
made "We would also recommend our members to avoid unnecessary 
use of all drinks which will intoxicate." 
Rufus M. Jones sums up the general attitude of the 
Pennsylvania Friends, as well as others, in hie Quakerism in 
Amer. Col. p. 550. "The Liquor problem, as always/was with these 
Colonial Friends. · At first it was rum supplied to Indiana which 
caused the trouble, and the Yearly Meeting went so far as to 
order a written pledge by individual members through the meetings 
agreeing not to se~l or give away any strong drink which would 
be likely to reach the Indiana. Then their own state officials 
were the objects of concern, and the legislature passed a law 
that drunkedness should disqualify a man for holding office. 
The Deputy-Governor, however, would not, he said, penalize a man 
for "taking a cup too much." When liquors were served at burials 
etc.(which many sober-minded people think needless) that it be 
but onee" Phil. Y.M. 1729. London Yearly MeetinEA 5 mp. E2nd 1850 
•'This meeting having become deeply impressed with the 
great in~oralaty and misery which at the present time exists 
in this country from the improper and immoderate use of ardent 
apiri ta feel itself engaged to recorrullend to Friends in their 
individual character to cherish a right concern for the removal 
of this dreadful evil, and as opportunity presents, to advocate 
and promote the aupreasion of this baneful practice. • I 
4. 
London Yearly Meeting 1835. 
"And it recommends to Friends individually seriously 
to examine what it is in their power to do toward diminishing 
this frmitful source of evil. We consider the abstaining from 
the use of distilled spirits except for medicinal purposes 
only as the best way to strengthen others~' This same minute 
advises strongly against trading in liquor and states that it 
is inconsistent ~~any member to be engaged in the business 
of conducting a dram-shop. 
Jonathan Priestman, Dr. John Fothergill, lames Back-
. house and George Washington Walker were very active in the 
work of Temperance reform in the British Isles and Ireland. 
A tribute to their work is given in Temperance History, Dawson 
Burns London, p. 93. "Perhaps only second to Mr. Eaton, in the 
British Total Abstinence Movement was Mr. Robert Charleton, also 
of the Society .of Friends. 
In t~is, as in other movements, it is impossible to 
properly state the service of Friends. In "A History of the 
Friends in America" by Allen c. and Richard H. Thomas, it is 
stated that Friends, "have been conspicuous for their solid 
sense and steadiness of purpose and have been rather the stalwart 
supporters of movements that the ones who appeared before the 
public as leaders" (p. 184) To name the Friends who have been 
and are active in the fight against intemperance, would be to 
6/- . 
call the roll practically all the leaders in the Society from 
its beginning. Friends money and influence have been evident in 
practically every temperance organization in England and America. 
An important thing is found in "Facts and Phases of the 
Temperance Enterprioe" be Tweedie 1854, where it is stated 
that on April 19th, 1838 "The pledge had been taken from William 
--~---------------~--------=====~-------
s. 
Martin, a_member of the. Society of Friends, by the Rev. Theobald 
Mathieu, a Franciscan Friar.~ This was the beginning of the 
great temperance movement under Father Mathieu. 
-The Temperance Hotel is a great faccor in.Englieh 
It . city life and it is interesting to find that the funds for the 
First Temperance Hotel in London, opened at Alderegate St., 
April 4th 1836, were advanced to Mr. William Jansen, by a 
' 
' 
member of the Society of Friends. (Temperance History) 
The first Temperance Society in Ireland was formed at 
New Rose, August 20th 1829. (Temperance History Dawson Burns, 
·London) Friends were instrumental in this movement becausewe 
find that the Friends Meeting House at that place was the meet-
ing place for the organization. Friends names occur with 
frequency among the workers. 
Anthony Benez~t of Philadelphia was very instrumental 
in the fight against intemperance. In 1778 he issued a phamplet 
"The Mighty Destroyer Destroyedw being remarks on the nature 
and bad effects of spiritous liquors, which aroused a great 
deal of discussion. 
At the great Temperance Convention held in London in 
August 1846, with 277 delegatee present from Great Britian and 
the Colonies, Samuel Eowly and William Cash, both ministers in 
the Society .of Friends presided three days and two days respect-
ively. (See Jubilee Biography of the National Temperance League) 
g London, Richard James, 3 and 4 L Houeeroad, 1906. Devonshire 
House, London, the center for all Friends work in England was the 
recognized meeting place for the greater number of temperance 
meetings held in London at this time and much later. 
0 .. 
The sentiment f~ temperance is au universal today 
among Friends as it ever has been. As in previous years, it is 
6. 
considered a moral question, and Friends are still working for 
it from a sense that alcohol is harmful, degrading and is only 
productive of evil. 
The Quaker Missionary and Temperance Pioneer, Thomas 
Shillitoe, (William Tallack, London 1867) first proved that the 
use of liquor was not necessary for health and he was the first 
among Friends to advocate total abstinence. To Dr. John 
.( 
Fothefgill(l84~ belongs the credit for establishing the direct 
harmfulness of Alcohol. 
Other forms of expression which the Temperance move-
ment has taken have been in the regulations of the Colony of B 
Bournville, the v~llage built by George Cadbury, Sr. for the 
\ 
1 employes of the Chocolate and Cocoa works near Birmingham, and 
in the Garden City a similar village for the employes of the 
Rowntree Chocolate and Cocoa Works at York. Taverns have no 
place in the scheme and the endeavor is made by arrangement of 
homes, gardens, lectures and entertainments in the interest of 
horticulture, agriculture, etc. to wean the employee from the 
old custom of spending the evenings in the Tavern. 
In America,Friends have held positions of authority 
in the vari~us organizations, far in excess of their numerical 
numbers. s. E. Nicholson for a number of years previous to 
1912 was secretary of the Anti-Saloon League in America. It re-
mained for the twin brothers Alfred and Albert K. Smiley to 
demonstrate that large summer hotels could be run at good profit 
without the dispensing of liquor. (The Hotels at Lake Mohonk and 
Minnewaska, New York) 
In closing this subject it is interesting to note the 
wording of one of the Queriee, appointed to be read today in 








United States Query 5. Do you abstain from the manufacture, 
sale, or use of intoxicating liquors as a veverage?" 
Vice. 
There has been no organized work among Friends against 
vice until recent years •. However the groundwork of the Society 
voiced their opposition to all immorality. Friends were not 
t more earnest in this than were other of the independents who 
opposed the immorality and licentousness of the times. There 
is nothing in these earlier years to indicate any advanced 
stand over the position of other sects. But the Friends, by 
their lives and by the efforts of such people as Elizabeth Fry, 
Peter Bedford, William Allen, Dr. Fothergill and many others, 
were effective in producing a better state of affairs.· ThomaA 
Shillitoe (See Journal of Thomas Shillit~e, a vola. 1839•) was 
the foremost man in opposing licensed prostitution. He antici-
pated the work of such reformers as Josephine Butler and George· 
Gillett on the continent by opposing licensed prostitution. 
English Friends established in 1873 the Friends Asso-
ciation for abolition of the State regulation of vice. "Reports 
are to be had from 1879. This association has been instrumental 
in conij,unction with other societies in agitating the question, 
proposing legislation, law enforcement, etc. It is now known as 
nFriends Association for the promotion of Social Purity." 
In America a number of Friends in Philadelphia, Balti-
more and New York are quite active in the movement. 
'. 
Social Work Today. 
There is no cessation in the matter of social work 
today. Though Friends have suffered, particularly in the 
central States from extreme Evangelistic ideas introduced by 
tp some other bodies, and have at times turned their attention to 
matters of doctrine and belief rather than to social service, 
yet the conspicuous work among Friends today is their social 
work. The needs of humanity still make their appeal to them, 
transcending all other claims. 
The Meeting for SufferingSof London Yearly Meeting 
meets once a month and considers the matters of practical 
interest to Friends at large. Through this Meeting London Yearly 
Meeting keeps uppermost the needs of humanity. 
In 1906 when the great famine was raging in Russia this 
meeting appointed a Committee to receive and disburse funds for 
the relief of the stricken. The final report (Sept. 6th 1907) 
pamphlet containing the report in Devonshire House London, shows 
that in that short time 21,326 L's was contributed and dis-
tributed in the needy country. 
Again in Nov. 1912 the Meeting appointed a Committee 
to aid the non-combatants in Bulgaria, Macedonia, Constanti-
nople, etc. They immediately raised a fund for the relief of 
non-combatants in the far east. yt is being administered by 
Dames Backhouae Crosfield, of Reigate, Henry Marriage Wallace, 
J P. of Reading and Edward Backhouae of Stockton-on-Tees, all 
of whom are traveling at their own charges. No administrative 
expenses are paid out of the fund. From a report of the Corumittoo 
Devonshire House, London Dec. 14th 1912 they reported over 
8,900 L's..e~-
The Pemba Mission (Africa) was established by the 
~'( 
Meeting f~ Sufferings in 1897 with the object of assisting 
·= mr a 
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in Emancipation of Slaves; helping them to understand and actr. 
up to the duties and privileges of free men and women; teaching 
them that there is no degradation, but rather honor in honest 
labor; and seeking to bring them to a knowledge of Jesus Christ 
as their Savior and Guide. (From report of the Committee 
Jan. 1907) 
The prominent Committees of the Meeting for Suffer-
ings of London Yearly Meeting today, active in their various 
fields, is a committee for Peace, Anti-Slavery, Opium Traffic, 
Anti-defence acts, Conditione in South Africa and work in the 
cause of Peace. 
Only brief mention can be made of the work carried on 
by English Friends today in the line of Social Work. 
The recent passing of an act for forced military 
training in Australia has called for special action by London 
Yearly Meeting, and strong efforts are being made to have the 
act repealed. 
The most prominent work in England which fosters 
Social work today is the Institution called Woodbrooke, near 
Birmingham, founded in 1903. In the words of the founder, 
rrm m 
John Wilhelm Rountree, it is "To provide a place where spiritual 
and intellectual stimulus combined with experience in Christian 
Social Work can be obtained." "To give to members of our Sociev 
an opportunity for more fully qualifying themselves, Spiritually11 
intellectually for the work to which, while still discharging 
the ordinary avocation of life, they have felt called by the 
Holy Spirit. 11 Situated so near Birmingham1 ample opportunity is 
given the students for practice and observation in all kinds of 
Social work, and ample educational work is given in other linea 
to develop eufficiont mental ability for such work. In the first 
five years it ministered to 330 students, 93 whom were not 
~ ~------------------=--~"-~-~-~-~--=-~----------------·------.................... . 
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Friends. 
In connection with this there is the Woodbrooke 
Extension Committee which furthers the work over the Yearly 
Meeting._. 
Fircroft - A Residential Settlement for Higher Edu-
cation of Working Men, was established in 1909 near Birmingham. 
Its object is to ~meet a growing need for a Settlement where 
working men may reside for a time, in order to devote themselves 
to systematic study. It is not designed to induce workingmen 
t6 leave their trades; rather it is hoped that Fircroft will 
take its place with other educational associations which aim at 
uniting learning and labor in strong, self-reliant and worthy 
manhood." 
The York Settlement, established in 1909 is to create 
a homely centre for those who desire self-culture and equipment 
& for service; to provide.comradship in the pursuit of truth; and 
generally to widen the outlook and enlarge the interests of lifa 
Swarthmore, Established at Leeds 1909 attempts to do 
locally for Leeds what Woodbrooke does for the Society at large. 
The Friends Temperance Union is very active in pro-
moting Total Abstinence in and through the Society of Friends. 
The Bedford Institute is in very active operation 
with nine centers in and around London. This was started in 1861 
There are now nine centers where work is carried on. These 
centers do an immense amount of Social Settlement work, Charity, 
• · and general Mission work in their respective places. They are 
veritable hives of people each night of the week through the 
Winter. Friends contribute each year about $20 000 for the • 
support of this work, in addition to about $5 000 which comes in 
from the Attenders. 
~----------- ~~~-
4. 
The Friends Social Union, was established in 1903. 
Its object is to evoke the spirit of justice and social service, 
and to encourage personal and co-operative study of social 
questions with the object of discovering how to apply our relig-
~ ious faith consistently to our social and civic life • 
. , 
J 
The Friends' League for Women's Suffrage was estab-
lished in 1910, to promote the Suffrage of women on the same 
terms as it is or may be granted to men ... 
The Friends' Italian School Fund was established in 
1877 to assist Protestant Schools in Italy. 
The ~eominster Orphan Homes were established in 1869 
for the reception of destitute orphan children from any part of 
England, Wales or Ireland. The children are trained and educatm 
for industrial life. The two homes now accommodate 40 children. 
The Headingley Orphan Homes were established in 1860 
to bring up opphans in a home atmosphere and prepare them 
to earn a livlihood. In 1911 these homes accomodated an 
average of 87 children. 
j The Friends Rescue Home, London was established in 
f 1890 "To help and train girls who had fallen, or who, from want 
~. 
I of character and training are unfit to obtain situations." 
' 
The Lebanon Hospital for the Insane, Syria has 
already been mentioned. It is still the only one of its kind 
for a population of two million. Also previously mentioned is 
the work of the Quaker Cocoa firms at York and Birmingham. 
So far as is known each of the Yearly Meetings in 
America (the smaller body excepted) has a standing Committee on 
Peacd which reports each year on the progress of the movement. 
Special attention is given in the various states to legislation 
affecting war measures, furthering the cause in the public schoo~ 
etc. One thing worthy of mention is that all but two or three 
c;t 
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states in the Union, Friends are exempt from conscription or 
from military drill. 
Almost all the Yearly Meetings have a standing 
committee on Temperance which furthers this department as they 
are able. They take a very effective part in the moyement, and 
it is a noticeable thing that Quaker communities throughout the 
central and Western States are free from Saloons. The Discipline 
as pointed out, calla special attention to this evil. 
The work for the Indians is continued, since 1886 by 
the various Yearly Meetings, especially Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
New York, New England and Kansas Yearly Meetings, largely as a 
mission work. They support schools, and make definite contribu-
tions to the work of civilizing and Christianizing the Indians. 
The largest work of this kind is carried on in Indian Territory. 
Edward Wiater of Philadelphia is perhaps the most prominent man 
in this work today. 
Prison work likewise receives particular care, though 
the need for special inquiry in this kind of work is not so 
imperative as it once was. Many others are interesting them-
selves in the noble work, and are doing more effective work 
than the Friends ever could have done. The work of James Wood 
in connection with the work of the Bedford Reformatory, New 
York and Timothy Nicholson, active in state reform work in 
Indiana and for several years president of the National Prison 
Association, and of Sarah Smith Matron in the Indiana Reforma-
tory are the beet examples of the Quaker influence today. 
Wherever there is a Friends community, one finds an 
interest in all that benefits the moral. condition of the neigh-
borhood. Not that they take a leading part but they are support-
ere and sympathizers in the work. 
American Friends have not branched out eo much in 
. '' ~ 
' ' 
recent years as ~nglish'Friends •. Their work 
,t,, .' 
largely .·confined to Home Mission·. work among the. Indians 
'... ' " ~· -' '• 
. N eg'~oes as .noted under oth~r. headings~ .. · :A:xci::e~lci:eci.xaal::Jcallt!l& 
· ' :axmam•x~Jxtka . ·. ·, .::. · : .,· ·: ·: ··. . . . · > · · . . 
. ' ' 
<·A decided advance wa:;··made by 'the .Five. Year Meet_ing 
Friends of Americai'. he.ld in Indi~napolis, Ind. Oct~ 1912. 
•, . ' 
· Commiss_ion r·eport _which was adopted· by. the Meeting recommen- . 
.. among othe; . things. that'· a Social Service' Board be appointed· · 
.... > ' '•' ! < ' F ' 
advance· the. interests of. this_ department~ s'ocial 'service s · 
. . ~ . 
Groups., anti.the undertaking of district work through a 
•· 
-nurse, clubs, playgrounds are-recommended. The balance 
ween l!=vangelistic and Social work of .the Church is considered. 
... ' 
it is r~commencied that· 'the Church be. careful ."not to 
ati tute .~ these acti viti es ·.for the_ evangelistic and prophetic 
sion of the church. The true church of Christ has both these . 
. . ) ... . 
to :perform· and it must not. dr.op one in order to do. the· -· 
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